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THE WILE HOUSE 


STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 


. 


Theve received the report from the comrnittee which I appointed on February 15 
to review relationships between the Central Intelligence Agency and privata 
American voluntary organizations, This committee consisted of Under 
Secretary of State Nicholas Katzenbach, as Chairman, Secretary of ¥icalth, 


Education, und Welfare John Gardner, and CIA Director Richard He: Be 


T accept this committee's proposed statement of policy and am directing all 
agencies of the government to implement it fully, 


We will also give serious consideration to the committee's recommendation 
“that the government should promptly develop and establish a public-private 
‘mechanism to provide public funds openly for overseas activities of organiza- 
tions which are adjudged deserving, in the national interest, of public support." 
To review concrete ways of accomplishing this objective, Iam vequesting 
. Secretary Rusk to serve as chairman of a special committee which will include 
; Fepresentatives from the Executive, the Congress, and the private community, 


‘ . 7 
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_ Dear Mr, President: 


‘he committee which you appointed on February 15, 1987 has sough< 
pursuant to your request: 


~-To review relationships between government agencies, notably the 
Central Intelligence Agency, and educational and private voluntary organiza- 
tions which opcrate abroad; and ‘ 


_»~ To recammend means to help assure that such organizations can 
play their proper and vital role abroad, > 


The committee has held a number of mectings, interviewed dozens of individual: 
-in and out of government, and reviewed thousands of pages of reports. We 

have surveyed the relevant activities of a number of federal agencies. And 

we have reviewed in particular and specific detail the relationship between 

CIA and each relevant organization, 


! 


* Our report, supplemented with supporting classified documents, follows. 


* In summary, the committee offers two basic recommendations: 
1, It should be the policy of the United States Government that no federal 
agency shall provide any covert financial assistance or support, direct or 

. indirect, to any of the nation's educational or private voluntary organizations. 

= e 
(2. The Government should-promptly develop and establish a public-private 
mechanism to provide public funds openly for overseas activities of organizations 
_ Which are adjudged deserving, in the national interest, of public support, 


i 


' Is ANEW POLICY 


The years immediately after World War II saw a surge of communist activity 
in organizations throughout the world, Students, scientists, veterans, 

.. women and professional groups were organized into international bodies 

re which spoke in the cadences, advocated the policies, and furthered the interests 

i of the coramunist bloc. Much of this activity was organized, directed, and 
{financed covertly by communist governments, 

“American organizations reacted from the first, The young men and women 

who founded the United States National Student Association, for example, did 

50 precisely to give American youth the capacity to hold their own in the 

_ international arena. But the importance of students as axforce in international 

' @evénts had yet to become widely understood and NSA fnund it difficult to 
attract private support for its international activities, Accordingly, thé United | 
States Government, acting through the Central intelligence Agency, provided 
support fur this overseas work, 


We have taken NSA as an example, While no useful pyrpose would be served 

_ by detailing any other CIA programs of assistance to private American voluntas+ 
Organizations, one fundzmental Point should be clearly stated: such assistance 
was. given pursuant to National Security Council policies beginning in Ootober, 
1951 and with the subsequent concurrence of high-level senior interdeparimenral 
review cominittees in the last four Administrations, In December, 1950."in a 
Classified report submitted after a year of study, a public-private Presidential 
Committee on Information Activities Abroad specifically endorsed both overt 

and covert programs, including those assisted by CLA, ce * 


MORE 
_ Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 
: . ; : q ia oF : ‘ F 


: . , a * f 4 _ ea! “ 3 ~ * 
5s ". "Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 
y, undertaken ata later time, discloses new developrnenty which 


: Our stud 
; The Amerfean public, 


suggest that we should now re-exarnine these policies, : 
for example, has become inercasingly aware of the importance of the Copiphen 
forms of international competition between free socictics and cormmuniat 
states. As this awareness has grown, 60 have potential sources of support 
for the overscas work of private organizations. 


here is no precise index to these sources, but their increase is suggested 
by the growth in the number of private foundations from 2,220 in 1955 to 
18,000 in 1967. Hence it is increasingly possible for organizations like 


NSA to seek support for overseas activitica from open, sources, 


Just as sources of support have increased, so has the number of American 
groups engaged in overseas work, According to the Agency for International 
Development, there has been a nine-fold increase just among voluntary 
organizations which participate in technical assistanze abroad, rising from 
24 in 1951 to 220 in 1965, The total of ali private American voluntary groups 
now working overseas may well exceed a thousand. 


The number of such organizations which has been assisted covertly is a 
small fraction of the total. The vast preponderance have had no relationship 
with the government or have accepted only open government funds -- which 
greatly exceed funds supplied covertly. 


‘The work of private American organizations, in a host of ficlds, has been of 
great benefit to scores of countries. That benefit must not be impaired by 
foreign doubts about the independence of these organizations, The cornmittes 
believes it is essential for the United States to underscore that independence 


immediately and decisively. 


: 
i 
! 
: 
q 
: 
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For these reasons, the committee recoramends the following: 


+ 


“ STATEMENT OF POLICY 


No federal ‘agency shall provide any covert financial assistance. 
or support, direct or indirect, to any of the nation's educational 
or private voluntary organizations, This policy specifically 
applies to all foreign activities of such organizations andit 
reaffirms present policy with respect to their domestic activities, 


Sra wee ee 
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Where such support has been given, it will be terminated as 
se quickly as possible without destroying valuable private organizations 
before they can seek new means of support.* : 


We belicve that, particularly in the light of recent publicity, establishment 
of a clear policy of this kind is tne only way for the government to Carry out 
two important responsibilities, One is to avoid any implication that gove me 
mental assistance, because it is given covertly, is usedto affect the policies 
of private voluntary groups. The second recponsibility is to make it plain wa 
all foreign countries that the activities of private American groups abroad - 
are, in fact, private, — ae - 


The committee has sought carefully to assess the impact of this Statement of 
Policy on CIA. We have reviewed each relevant program of assistance carried 
out by the Agency in case ~ by-case detail, Asa remlt of this scrutiny, the 
committee is satisficd that application of the Staternent of Policy will not.‘ 
unduly handicap the Agency in the exercise of its national security re sponsibil- 
itics, Indeed, it should oe noted that, starting well before the appearange of 


‘ 


rosin sat 
al 


_ On the basis of our case-by-case review, we expect that the process R 

of termination can bo largely ~- perhaps entirely -- completed by December 31, 
. “1967. i ri > : = * 
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yeoent publicity, CIA had initiated and pursued efforts ‘to mee D AE AES trom 
certain of these activitics, 


yne committee also recommends that the implementation of this policy be 

supervised by the senior interdepartmental review committee which already 
passes on proposed CYA activities and which would review aad assist in the 
process of di sengagement, mene Y 


. 


2; NEW METHODS OF SUPPORT 


“While our first recommendation secks to insure the independence of private 


voluntary organizations, it docs not deal with an underlying problem -- how 
to support the national need for, and the intrinsic worth of, their efforts 
abroad, 


Anyone who has the slightest familiarity with intellectual or youth groups 


‘abroad knows that free institutions continue to-be under bitter, continuous 


attack, some of it carefully organized and pyaiis financed, all of it potentially 
dangerous to this nation, ; 


It is of the greatest importance to our future and to the future of free institu- 
tions everywhere that other nations, especially their young people, know and 
understand American viewpoints, There is no better way to meet this need 
than through the activity of private American organizations. : 


The time has surely come for the soveneiene to help support such activity 


in cM mature, open TRANS E. 
Some progress toward that aim already has been made. In recent years, 4 
number of federal agencies have developed contracts, grants, and other forms 
of open assistance to private organizations for overseas activities, This 
assistance, howover, does not deal with a major aspect of the problem. A 
number of organizations cannot, without hampering their effectiveness as 
aneORen ene bodies, accept funds directly from government agencies. 

. 
The committee therefore recommends that the:Government aHoutd peoienly 
develop and establish a public-private mechanism to provide public funds 


openly for overseas activities of organizations which are adjudged deserving, 


in the national interest, of public support. - 


edo : 
rrr nee iene 


** If the Statement of Policy is to be effective, it must be rigorously - 
enforced, In the judgment of this committee, no programs currently would 
justify any exception to this policy, At the same time, where the security of 
the nation may be at stake, it is impossible for this committee to state 
categorically now that there will never be a contingency in which ove rriding 
national security interests may require an exception -~ nor would it be 
credible to enunciate a policy which purported to do so, 


We therefore recommend that, in the event of such unusual contingencies, 
the inte rdepartmental review committee be permitted to make exc exceptions 
to the Statement of Policy, but on ly where overriding nations 1 secu Sepa 
dnterests SO yeauiza: only on a case- by-case basis; 3; only Where open sources 
ef support ard shown to be unavailable; and only when such exceptions 
receive the specific approval of the Secretaries of State and Defense, Inno 
event should any future exception be approved which involves any educational, 


philanthropic, or cultural organization, 


MORE 
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Such a mechanism could take various forms. One promising proposal, 

advanced by Mr. Eugene Black, calls for a publicly funded but privately 

ndmninistered body patterned on the British Council. 

‘fhe British Council established in 1934, 

istering approximately $30, 000,000 annually for reference libraries, 

exhibitions, scholarships, international conferences, and cultural 

exchanges. Because 21] of its 30 members are drawn from private life, the 

Council has maintained a reputation for independence, even though 90 percent 

of its funds are governrnental, 


. ant Be ee 7 
operates in 80 countries, admin 


According to the UNESCO Directory of “Cultural Relations Services, other 
‘nations have developed somewhat similar institutions, The {ndian Council 
for Cultural Relations, for example, is entirely government-financed but 
operates autonomously. The gove ring body of the Swedish Institute for 
Cultural Relations consists of both government and private members. This 
institute receives 75 percent of its funds from the governrnent and the 
remainder from private contributions. 


The experience of these and other countrics helps to demonstrate the 
desirability of a similar body in the United States, wholly. or largely 
funded by the federal government. Another approach might be the establish- 
‘ment of a governmental foundation, perhaps with links to the existing Federal 
Inter-Agency Council on International Education and Cultural Affairs. 


Such a public-private body would not be new to the United States, Congress 
established the Smithsonian Institution, for example, more than a century 
ago as a private corporation, under the guardianship of rane but 
governed by a mixed public-private Board of Regents. 


The committee began a preliminary study of what might be the best methed 

of meeting the present need. It is evident, however, that, because of the 

great range both of existing government and private philanthropic programs, 

the refinement of alternatives and selection among them ie a task of 
‘considerable complexity, Accordingly, we do not believe that this exclusively 
governmental committe is an appropriate forum for the task and we recommend, 
instead, the appointment of a larger group, including individuals in private 
life with extensive experience in this field, 


The basic principle, in any eve nt, is Kieua Such a new institution would 
involve government funds. It might well involve government officials, Buta 
premium must be placed on the involvement of private citizens and the 
exercise of private judgments, for to be effective, it would have to have -- and 
be recognized to have -= a high degree of independence. — 


i The prompt creation of such an institution, based on this principle, would 
‘a » NL an important ~+ and never more Ppparent =. mations! need, 


Respe ctfully, 


es Jaf John W. Gardney 
: : Secretary of : 
Health, Education and Welfare 


/s/ Richard Helis 
Director of 
Central Intelligence: 


/s/ Nicholas deB. Katzenbach 
Under Secretary of Stace, 
, Chairman a 
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee: 

Iam grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views on 
President- Elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the post of 
Director of Central Intelligence. 

I did not lightly accept this assignment. I recognize that the 
successes of the Intelligence Community, including the CIA, remain 
largely unknown while its errors are roundly assailed; that it is often 
accused, both at home and abroad, of deeds it never committed or 
undertook at the insistence of higher authority; and that it often cannot 
publicly defend itself against these attacks. 

But I accept this assignment because I regard the intelligence process 
as second to none in its importance to our national security. I regard 
intelligence as our indispensable first line of defense. Without reliable 
foreign intelligence, this country cannot properly estimate the threat of 
war or the prospects for peace. Without reliable foreign intelligence, this 
country cannot properly determine the strategic arms limitations it can 
accept, or the strategic weapons systems it requires. In world affairs, 
knowledge is power. This country can be secure only if it knows what other 
coud ries are thinking and doing particularly when most other societies are 
far less open than our own. I could not refuse the challenge to provide 
to President Carter and his policy makers the best foreign intelligence 
to help him build a more peaceful world he and we all seek. I also accept 
the challenge to strengthen our intelligence agencies in this new era of 
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I was raised in Nebraska as the son of second-generation Americans 
who taught their children to love this country and to participate ina 
never-ending effort to protect and improve it. After graduation from 
the University of Nebraska College of Law in 1951, I spent nearly 13 years 
here in Federal Government, a period of service that was capped by 3 years 
as Special Counsel to President Kennedy. 

I want to make clear my foreign policy experience in that position, 
After the Bay of Pigs fiasco of 1961, about which I knew nothing whatsoever 
in advance, the President asked me to attend National Security Council 
meetings as an observer; and in that capacity I received each day the 
reports and estimates of the Central Intelligence Agency. The President 
also requested my participation in various crisis management sessions, 
including most notably the Executive Committee of the National Security 
Council during the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962. At no time did I know of 
any plots to assassinate foreign leaders or subvert foreign governments, 
nor was I privy to any discussions or decisions concerning CIA covert 
activities, 

Three months after President Kennedy's death, I left tive White House, 
first to write a book and then to engage in the practice of law in the New York 
firm of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Whatton and Garrison, The bulk of my 
practice has been in the international arena, involving negotiations with 


the leaders of dozens of countries around the world, particularly in Latin 
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The Governments of Iran, Yaire (when it was still the Republic of 
the Congo), Sierra Leone and Newfoundland in various commercial 
negotiations. None of these had significant bearing on U.S. foreign 
policy decisions. In no country did I have any connection with or firsthand 
knowledge of any activities of their intelligence agencies or our own. 
During this period I wrote extensively on international questions for 
Foreign Affairs, the Saturday Review, the New York Times and others; 
and I was also invited to deliver lectures in several countries, including 
New Zealand, Israel, West Germany, England, Ireland, all four Scandinavian 
countris and the Soviet Union. Ido not believe that anyone who heard the 
lecture I delivered to Moscow's Institute of the United States could accept 


Se SSeS cor : ; 
for one moment the that Iam "soft on communism.'' Believe 


me, Mr. Chairman, my study of foreign systems of governments and my 
Wav & 

travels in all kinds of countries has served continually to increase the depth 

of my devotion to our own nation and to its system of government, 

Allow me now to outline briefly what kind of Director of Central Intelligence 
I believe is needed at this particular time, the kind I would, if confirmed, 
strive with your help to become. 

First, the Director should be an individual well known to and completely 
trusted by the President. Only in this way can the Director have the direct 
and continuous access to the President that is essential to his role as the 
President's principal foreign intelligence adviser. Only in this way can he 
report to the President the hard, unvarnished facts produced by an independent 
intelligence process, and report them whether or not the President wants to 
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feel certain that their final product is getting through to their principal 
customer. And:only in this way can the Director refuse to take orders 

from the White House or elsewhere that he regards as unlawful or improper, 
whether they involve the undertaking of questionable covert operations, the 
altering of intelligence conclusions, the yielding of necessary functions or 
the concealment, either from or by the Director, of information that should 
not be so concealed. President-Elect Carter has generously expressed that 
kind of faith in me; he has promised me that kind of access; he has promised 
to accept whatever unpleasant facts I bring; and I have in turn promised 

to know all there is to know about the activities of my subordinates and to 
make certain he knows as well. 

Second, the Director should be an individual who can continue the 
restoration of public trust and support that the Agency needs to succeed. If 
the American people lack confidence that the Agency serves their interests and 
obeys their laws, if they ever again believe that it is the personal instrument 
of the President, unaccountable to the Congress, then it will be unable to 
obtain either the talent or the funding or the period of relative calm needed 
to carry out its work, to reach this goal of public trust at this time of general 
distrugt, there is merit in adopting the Murphy Commission's recommendation 
that the Director be an "outsider'' who is free from personal and departmental 
ties to the Agency. Nor is it inappropriate that the Director be a lawyer, 
sensitive to the rights of Americans at home and abroad. I pledge that under 
my leadership, the CIA and the Intelligence Community will endeavor only 


to conduct activities that our productive, justifiable and fully within the 


bounds of American law. 
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to protect the integrity of the intelligence process. Whatever you may 

think of any particular Director's views, his job is not to make policy 

but to direct the collection, processing, analysis and presentation of 

foreign intelligence. If he permits outside pressures and politics to 

influence the integrity of that process, if conclusions are altered to fit the 

policies of the President or the wishes of the Secretary of State or the 

programs of the Secretary of Defense or the preconceptions of the Congress 

or even the previous findings of the CIA or the prejudices of its Director, then 

the results are no longer intelligence but propaganda. Analysts raust keep in 

Ave 

touch with the raw data and the real world; they must ee Services of human 

intelligence sources when technology cannot give insights into a foreign 

government's intentions, and they must draw upon the wisdom and judgment 

of military, diplomatic, scholarly and other experts inside and outside of 

government, But the final product, containing dissents from those who 

disagree, should be neither a watered-down compromise nor a reflection 

of institutional bias. It should be the most objective, accurate, reliable 

intelligence estimate possible, delivered in time and in a form that will 

make it relevant and readable to the President and National Security Council. 

I would hope that my experience as a lawyer, writer and White House counsel 

would enable me to maintain that kind of standard; for intelligence reports which 

are unread or unreliable or irrelevant are simply a waste of superior talent, 

precious money and brilliant technology. Director Bush has faithfully prevented 
any hint of partisan political bias in the intelligence analyses and estimates is sued 

during his tenure, and I can assure this Committee that I intend to adhere to 
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electoral ambitions while serving in this sensitive post. 
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~ Fourth and finally, the next Director of the CIA must be able to lead. 
that Agency into this new era of accountability without subjecting it too 
further demoralizing disruptions. Tf confirmed, I will be the fifth Director ” 
in little more than four years. The Agency has been through a series of 
investigations, reorganizations, reductions in force and reshuffling of 
personnel. The creativity of an analytical mind--and I have found the — 
intellectual quality at Langley to be of the very highest-- now needs a period 
of relative stability. For that reason, I have assured President-Elect Carter 
of my intention to serve a full four years if confirmed; I have recommended 


to him that Hank Knoche, Admiral Dan Murphy and the other top professionals, 


with whom I am much impressed, be continued in their present positions; 
and 1 havo further reconmended that no drastic reorganizations be 
undextaken at this time. | 

This is not to say that the effort to improve the intelligence process 
and adapt it to today's world is not a continuing one. We need to place | 
our emphasis on improving the quality and timeliness of the Slyeicat 
product. before we are swamped with the overflow of technological collections. 
We must keep abreast of the constantly increasing need for intelligence on 


. ) : 
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economics “and energy, Third World developments, international terrorism, 
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nuclear proliferation and a new generation of world leaders. We must 
maintain vigilant safeguards to make certain that we do not oppose our 
adversaries by adopting their methods or philosophy. 

Above all, the Intelligence Community must achieve the goal of true 
democratic accountability by working closely with the Congress and this 
Committee. I pledge, if confirmed, to keep this Committee and the other oversight 
committees of Congress fully informed on a timely basis with respect to all 
intelligence activities, not merely covert operations. Mr. Chairman, I 
promise this Committee trutifulness, without playing games if information 
is sensitive and without waiting for you to ask precisely the right question. 
Ll also look forward to working closely with you in developing a stronger and 


more suitable statutory charter for U.S. foreign intelligence activities. 


In my opinion, the Director as the head of the Intelligence Community 
should be in effect, the Chairman of the Board. He should set priorities, 
demand performance, insure compliance, draw upon and coordinate the 
machinery of the Intelligence Community and represent it with the President, 
the National Security Council and Cabinet, the Congress and the general 
public. The Director need not be concerned with day+to-day management 
of the CIA. Under Executive Order 11905, the day-to-day management of 
the CIA is delegated to the Deputy Director. Although I have much to 
learn and will count on this Committee helping me learn it, I sincerely 
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to fulfill my responsibilities as Director. 
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Before concluding, Mr. Chairman, I want to give this Committee 
answers to two questions which have been raised concerning my fitness 
for this particular post. 

First, questions have been raised about affidavits that I submitted 
in the New York Times and Daniel Ellsberg cases involving the publication 
of the so-called Pentagon Papers. In those affidavits I stated my belief 
at that time that the Executive Branch frequently and routinely overclassified 
documents, and kept them classified long after there was any arguable 
national security interest or legitimate secret to protect. I further noted 
that it was common practice in Washington for Government officials to take 


such documents home for review, and that it was not uncommon for 
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such officials to leak classified information selectively to the press. 

On more than one occasion I was directed by the President to do- 0 tiyself. | 
So ee as the Pentagon Papers themselves are concerned, I noted that | 
“information of incompara ably greater importance to the Pa ioeat defense 

had ‘been leaked to’ the’ press, and that no criminal prosecutians had * | 
ensued... I also recognized, Tet ‘me enphastaes a true need for secrecy 

in the conduct. of government business in certain civcumstances, including 
‘those relating to military personnel, confidential foreign government 
communications, and candid reports and advice to the President on | 
governmental and military affairs. | 


Having last week reviewed these affidavits for the first time in! . 


“several year's “I bélieve they were factaally “accurate and I make no apology + 


for standing by the general principle of greater Executive Branch disclosure 
to the Congress and public. ‘But as Director of Central Intel igeice, aa 


can assure “you that my views and practices would ‘be consistent with | 
the peepee og that office, with my oath as Director, and with my 
statutory obligation to insure the effectiveness. OF our’ intel Ligence oe 
activity hy protecting all sources and methods. i 

I might add, howev er, that a sensitivity tu the dangers of over 
classification, and a demonstrated regard for the rights of the public 


and Congress to be informed, are not in my judgment disqualifications 


en 


for that office. 7 * 
IT also stated in my affidavits that various classified papers 


were among the documents that 1 removed from the White House at the 
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conclusion of my eaniaes in February 1964, and I explained that I 

| had simply followed a long-standing practice among White House officials 
in this regard. That practice was based not only on sister but also 6 
on the begislarive histories of the Presidential Libraries Act of, 1955 | 
and the Federal Property and Administrative Services Act of 1949, 

As J inderetaod it, there was unquestioned acceptance ef the proposition 
that White House pavers yey engen to. -the occupants when their terms: 


of service a ended: 


The essential Facts respecting my own removal of classified papers oe 


- from the White House, and Subsequent use of those papers, were. as” 
~ follows: Fol lowing President Kennedy's death, I arranged to have. my - sare eck 
- files removed to a General Services Administration depository jn the . 
’.. Boston area.. These arrangements were made through GSA and the OfFice 


of National Archives. Ultimately I donated most of my Files to the 


~ . Kennedy Library. Before doing so, however, I selected from the GSA 


depository those papers, including classified papers, that were necessary oe 


_ for the preparation of my book. These selected papers were kept sifely 
“ang my home, were not circulated to others, and upon conplet ion of my. 
book were returned ta ns No ‘aeonnation that I. considered siecihie - 
was reproduced — eee fin my manuscript, although I drew on such | 
information for background and context. I took the additional precaution 
of submitting my manuscript, for review and clearance, to individuals 
who were then serving or had previously served in high national Scere 
positions in government. To the best of my knowledge, no ome has ever _ 

| ‘suggested that my book revealed any aan secrets or 


disclosed any classified information. 
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alts’ 


. ____Thé second ‘matter upon which I owe this Committee a ee concerns 
my draft status. | The facts are that J registered for the draft 
upon becoming 18 years: ‘of age in 1946, and shortly thereafter expressed 


the phi lesophy of non-violence with which I I had been reared Ke two eee 


“*"“sdealistic parents by-requesting, not-an avoidance of mili itary. duty, ee 


not an avoidance of hazardous -duty, but military service in a 


: non~combatant-capacity--preferring, by way of illustration, | to serve . 


on the batrlcnicl’ as a medical corpsman saving lives instead ‘oF taking 


Vives, ly action was largely symbolic, inasmuch as our "country was. not . Mae fg 


“ then at war’ or expected te- ‘go-to war; -ner ‘did I ever See wf itary service, 


having been ineligible during. the Korean Nar first for physical 2 and then 


’ for family reasons. As previously noted, however, 1 did serve in the 


U.S. “Government as a civilian from 1951-1964, including participation oe 


oe ‘non-violence - “inhibited in any way my ce to the President on _ 


on the National Security Councilts Executive ‘Committee during: the i 


Cuban Missile Crisis of 19625 and at no time did I OF, to. the. best of 


y knowledge, any of my colleagues ever feel that ny personal preference. 


acne choice of mil itary or other acttons. 


As Director of Central Intelligence, my principal role would be 
to provide intelligence to the policy-makers whe are considering the | 
military and diplomatic alternatives available to the United States. 1 
would never have accepted this nomination were IT not seeavnane to strengthen 


our country in every way appropriate te ay position and to implement all 


Tawful orders and policies of the President, whatever that may Involve, without 
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_ permitting my private religious and philosophical beliefs to. | 
“intrude into public policy. I doubt that this qualifies me 

today for the label of conscientious objector; but 1 earnestly, 

hope oe I will be a conscientious Director of Central Pncel gence 


"Thank you for this: opportunity to set the record straight. 
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' Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee: 


I am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views 
on President-Elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the post 
of Director of Central Intelligence. | | 

I did not lightly accept this assignment, and some of ey friends 
have suggested that anyone agreeing to take the job lacks either the 
sanity or the common sense necessary to fulfill it. I recognize that 
the successes of the Intelligence Community, including the CIA, remain 
largely unknown while its errors are roundly assailed; that it is often 
accused, both at home and: abroad, of deeds that it never committed or 
that it undertook at the insistence of higher authority; and that the 
Agency and its employees are often unable to defend themselves publicly 
against these attacks. | | 

But I accepted this assignment because I regard the intelligence 
process as second to none in its importance to our national security. 
This country cannot properly evaluate either the threat of war or 
the prospects for peace, either the strategic jemsens systems it 
needs or the strategic arms limitations it can accept and monitor, 
without reliable foreign intelligence. In world affairs, knowledge 
is power; and this country can be secure only if it knows what is 
going on in other countries, most of which have societies far less 
open than our own. To strengthen our intelligence egencics, to 


maintain and improve their effectiveness in this new era of public . 
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accountability, to provide to President Carter and his policy- 
makers the objective intelligence estimates needed to build the 
more peaceful world for which he has called, all this represents 
"a challenge which I could not refuse. 
| I was raised in Nebraska as the son of second-generation 
Americans who taught their children to love this country and to 
participate in a never-ending effort to protect and improve its 
After graduation from the University of Nebraska College of Law 
in 1951, I spent nearly 13 years here in Federal Government, a 
period of service that was capped by 3 years as Special Counsel 
to President Kennedy. : 
I do not want to exaggerate my foreign policy experience in 
that job. After the Bay of Pigs fiasco of 1961, about which I 
knew nothing whatsoever in advance, the President asked me to 
attend National Security Council meetings as an observer; and 
in that capacity I received each day the reports and estimates of 
the Central Intelligence Agency. The President dlso requested 
my participation in various crisis management sessions, including 
most notably the Executive Committee of the National Security Council 
during the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962. (At no time, let me add, 
did I know of any plots to assassinate foreign leaders or subvert 
foreign governments, nor was I privy to any discussions or decisions 


concerning CIA covert activities.) 


ae 
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Three months after President Kennedy's death, I left the 
White ode) first to write a book and then to engage in the 
| practice of law in the New York firm of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, 
Wharton and Garrison. The bulk of my practice has been in the 
‘international arena, involving negotiations with the leaders of 
dozens of countries around the world, particularly in Latin 
America, Africa, the Middle East and Eastern Europe. on ‘brief 
occasions I represented the Governments of Iran, Zaire, Sierra Leone 
and Newfoundland in commercial disputes or negotiations. In no 
country did I have any connection with or first-hand knowledge 
of any activities of either their antchieeee agencies or our 
own, nor do J have now any obligations or prejudices regarding any 
foreign country which would interfere with my new duties. 

During this. period I wrote extensively on international 
questions for Foreign Affairs, the Saturday Review, the New York Times. 
and others; and I was also invited to deliver lectures in several 
countries, including New Zealand, Israel, West Germany, England, 
Ireland, all four Scandinavian countries and the Sune Union. 

I do not believe that anyone who heard the lecture I delivered 

to Moscow's Institute of the United States could doubt for one 
moment my rejection of communism and all that it represents. 

Believe me, Mr. Chairman, my observations of all kinds of systems 
and my travels in all kinds of countries has served continually 

to increase the depth of my devotion to our own nation and to its 
system of government. I might add that the Ford White House. invited 
me down last year to consult with me on changes that should be made 


in tleprovadRtr Bil Gase 2oasitmedt iqarAbhyo atoagnnants|020002-2 
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With that brief sketch of my background, allow me now to 
out litie what kind of Director of Central Intelligence I believe 
is naeaed at this particular time, the kind I would, if confirmed, 
strive with your hele €0 become. 

First, the next Director should be an individual well known 
to and completely trusted by the new President, Only in this way 
can the Director have the direct and continuous access to the 
President that is essential to his role as the presisent« s principal 
foreign intelligence adviser. Only in this way can he report to 
the President the hard, unvarnished facts produced by an independent 
intelligence process, and report them whether or not the President 
wants to hear these facts. Only in this way cari the members of 
the Intelligence Commmity feel certain that their final product 
is getting through to their principal customer and only in this 
way can the Director refuse to take orders from the White House or 
elsewhere that he regards as unlawful or improper, whether they 
involve the undertaking of wrongful covert operations, the altering 
of intelligence conclusions, the yielding of fecoscayy functions, 
or the concealment either from or by the Director of information 
that should not be so concealed. President-Elect. Carter has 
_ generously expressed that kind of faith in me; he has promised 
me that kind of access; he has promised to accept whatever sepnencanit 
facts I bring him; and I have in turn promised to know all there is 
to know about the activities of my subordinates and to make certain. 
he knows as well. 


s4e 
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second, the next Director should be an individual who can 
continue the restoration of public trust and support that the 
Central Intelligence Agency needs to succeed. If the American 
“people lack confidence that the Agency serves their interests 
and obeys their laws, if they ever again believe thet it is 
merely the personal instrument of the President, unaccountable 
to the Congress, then that Agericy will be unable:'to obtain either 
the talent, or the funding, or the period of relative calm needed. 
to carry out its work. In order to reach this goal of public 
trust at a time of general distrust, there may be some merit in 
adopting the Murphy Commission's recommendation that the Director 
be an "outsider" who is free from personal and devarenental ties 
to the Agency. Nor is it inappropriate that the Director be a 
lawyer, sensitive to the rights of Americans at home and abroad. 
It is President-Elect Carter's hope that many of today's critics 
of the CIA will feel over time somewhat assured that the Agency 
under my leadership will not return to iienooer domestic activities, 
political assassination plots, unlawful mail openings and other 
abuses of the past; and that covert operations, while not being 
abolished, will go forward only in extraordinary circumstances, 
and only after having been reviewed by senior Cabinet officials, 
including the Attorney General, and authorized in writing by the~ 
President upon his determination that the operation is justified 


by important national security interests. Further, scrupulous 


aBe 
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_ attentign must and will be paid to the requirement, imposed by 
jaw; that the appropriate Congressional committees be informed 
about such operations in a timely manner. It is also essential 

“to reexamine such operations periodically to make certain that 
‘they are still productive, still justifiable, and still within 
the bounds of American law. It would be my hope through such an 
approach to help repair some of the damage that has Seay done to 
the good name of both the USA and the CIA. 

Third, the next Director of Central Intelligence must have 
the degree of intellect and independence required to protect the 
integrity of the intelligence process. Whatever, you may think 
of any particular Director's views on policy, his job is not to 
make policy but to oversee the collection, prucessing, analysis 
and delivery of foreign intelligence. If he permits outside 
pressures and politics to influence the results of that process, 
if conclusions are altered to fit the policies of the President 
or the wishes of the Secretary of State or the prosrans oF the 
Secretary of Defense or the preconceptions of the Congress or 
even the previous findings of the CIA or the prejudices of its 

Director, then the results are no longer intelligence but propaganda. 
Intelligence analysts, of course, cannot be so shut off from the 

real world that they lose touch with the raw data; they must 

utilize human intelligence sources where technology cannot discern 


a government's intentions; and they must draw upon military, 
“65 
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diplomatic, scholarly and other experts both inside and outside 

of government. But the final product, containing dissents from 
those who disagree, should be neither a watered-down compromise 
‘nor a reflection of institutional bias, but the most objective, 
Wea: reliable intelligence estimate possible, delivered in 
time and in a form that will make it both relevant and readable 

to the President and National Security Council. ‘T-would hope 

that my experience as a lawyer, writer and White House counsel 
would stand me in good stead in striving to maintain that kind 

of standard; for intelligence reports which are enread or unreliable 
or irrelevant are simply a waste of precious money, manpower and 
brilliant technology. Director Bush has faithfully prevented any 
hint of partisan political bias in the intelligence analyses and 
estimates iecieairine his tenure; and I can assure this Committee 
that I intend to adhere to that’ standard and, also like George Bush, 
renounce all political activity and electoral ambitions while 


serving in this sensitive post. _ 


' Fourth and finally, the next Director of the CIA must be able 
to lead that Agency into this new era of accountability without 
subjecting it to further demoralizing disruptions. If confirmed, 
I will be the fifth Director in little more than four years. The 
Agency has been through a series of investigations, reorganizations, 


reductions in force and reshuffling of top personnel. The creativity 


oF 
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of :the; analytical mind--and I have found the intellectual 
quality at Langley to be of the very highest--now needs a 
period of relative stability. For that reason, I have assured 
“President-Elect Carter of my intention to serve a full four 
“years if confirmed; I have recommended to him that Deputy 
Director Hank Knoche, Admiral Dan Murphy and the other top 
professionals with whom I am much impressed be céntinued in 
‘their present positions; and I have further recommended that no 
drastic reorganizations be undertaken at this time. 

This is not to say that the effort to improve the intelligence 
process and adapt it to today's world is not a continuing one. 
We need to place our emphasis on improving the quality and 
timeliness of the analytical product in order to match the 
increasing flow of technical collections. We must keep abreast 
of the constantly increasing need for new intelligence on economics 
and energy, Third World developments, international terrorism, 
nuclear proliferation and a new generation of world leaders. 
We must maintain, ae earlier indicated, vigilant safeguards 
| against abuse to make certain that we do not oppose our adversaries 
by adopting their methods or philosophy. 

Above all, the Intelligence Commmity must in this next four 
year period as in no previous four year period achieve the fealot 
true democratic accountability by working closely with the Congress 


and this Committee. I pledge, if confirmed, to kcep this Committee 


a ~8- 
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. and the other appropriate committees of Congress fully informed 
on a tlicly basis with respect to intelligence activities of every ind not 
merely covert operations. I promise you complete ‘truthfulness 
in all appearances before you, without playing games if information 
is restricted and without waiting for you to ask precisely the | 
right question. I also look forward to working closely with 
you in developing a stronger and more suitable statutory’ charter 
for all U.S. foreign intelligence activities. | 

Leadership of the Intelligence Community in all these areas 
does not, in my opinion, require that the Director be an experienced | 
manager. Under Executive Order 11905, the day-to-day management 
of the CIA is delegated to the Deputy Director. “The Director 
should be, in effsct, the Chairman of the Board, not the Chief 
Operating Officer. He should set priorities, demand performance, 
insure compliance, draw upon and coordinate the machinery of the 
Intelligence Commmity and represent it with the President, the 
National Security Council and Cabinet, the Congress and the general 
public. Although I have much to learn and will cei on this 
Committee helping me to learn it, I sincerely believe that my 
previous government and legal experience will enable me to fulfill 
these responsibilities. 

Before concluding, Mr. Chairman, I owe this Committee an answer 
to two questions which have been raised cane nn my fitness for 


this particular post. 


“Qs 
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: First, questions have been raised about affidavits that | 
i sebnicted in the Now York Times and Daniel Ellsburg cases 
involving the publication of the so-called Pentagon Papers. 
‘In those affidavits I stated my belief at that time that the 
‘Executive Branch frequently and routinely overclassified documents, 
and kept them classified long after there was any arguable 
national sccurity interest or legitimate secret to protect. I 
further noted that it was common practice in Washington for 
Government officials to take such documents home for veview, 
and that it was not uncommon for such officials to leak classified 
information selectively to the press. On more than one occasion 
I was directed by President Kennedy to do so myself. So far as 
the Pentagon Papers themselves were concerned, I further noted 
that information. of incomparably greater importance to the national 
defense had been leaked to the press, and that no criminal prosecutions 
had ensucd. I also recognized in these affidavits, let me emphasize, 
a true need for secrecy in the conduct of government in certain 
circumstances, including those relating to aidieary personnel, 
confidential foreign government communications, and candid reports 
and advice to the President on governmental and military affairs. 

Having last week reviewed these affidavits for the first time 

in several years, I find considerable fault with their wording, ~ 
although I believe they were factually accurate; and I make no 


apology for standing by the general principle of greater Executive 
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Branch: disclosure to the Congress and public. But as Director 
of Central Intelligence, I can assure you that my views and 
practices would be consistent with the perspectives of that 
office, with my oath as Director, and with my statutory obligation 
to insure the effectiveness of our intelligence activity by 
protecting all sources and methods . I might add, however , that 
a sensitivity to the dangers of over- Aaseie lesen: and a 
demonstrated regard for the rights of the public and Congress 
to be informed, are not in my judgment disqualifications for 
that office. | 

I also stated in my apridavits that various’, classified 
papers were among the documents that I removed from the White 
House at the conclusion of my service in February 1964, and I 
explained that I had simply followed a long-standing practice 
among White House officials in this regard. That practice was 
based not only on custom but also on the legislative histories 
of the Presidential Libraries Act of 1955 anid the Federal Property 
and Administrative Services Act of 1949. As explained to me by 
GSA at that time, there was unquestioned acceptance of the 
proposition Gia White House eotes belonged to its occupants 
when their terms of service ended. 

The essential facts respecting the removal of my own papers 

from the White House, and my subsequent use of those papers, were 


as follows: Following President. Kennedy's death, the GSA arranged 
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for my files to be removed to its National Archives depository 

in the’Boston area, and for me to select therefrom those papers, 
including classified papers, that were necessary for the preparation 
| of my book. These selected papers were kept safely a my home, 

not eisai seed to others, returned upon completion of my book 

to GSA, and ultimately donated with all the rest of my White House 
Files to the Kennedy Library. To the best of my vecoilectscn, no 
communications intelligence or documents of a similar classification 
were included in these papers. No information that I considered 
classified was reproduced in my manuscript, although I drew on 

such information for backgrcund and context. I took the additional 
precaution of submitting my manuscript for review and clearance to 
individuals who were then serving or had previously served in high 
national security sositians in government. To the best of my 
knowledge, no one has ever suggested that my book revealed any 
national secrets or disclosed any classified information. 

The second matter upon which I owe this, Committee a full 
answer concerns my draft status. The facts are that I registered 
for the draft upon becoming 18 years of age in 1946, and shortly 
thereafter expressed the philosophy of non-violence with which 
I had been reared by two deeply idealistic parents by requesting, 
not an avoidance of military duty, not an avoidance of hazardous _ 
duty, but military service in a fonveombavant capacity--preferring, 
by way of illustration, to serve on the battlefield as a meaicad 


corpsman saving lives instead of taking lives. My action was largely 
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; symbolic, inasmuch as our country was not then at war or expected . 
to go 6 war; nor did I ever see military Seevice Shaving been 
ineligible during the Korean War first for physical and then 

for family: reasons. As previously noted, however, I did serve 

in the U.S. Government as a civilian from 1951-1964, including 
participation on the National Security Council's Executive 
Committee during the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962; and a no 

time did I or, to the best of my knowledge, any of my colleagues 
ever feel that my personal preference for non-violence inhibited 
in any way my advice to the President on his choice of military 


or other options. F 


As Director of Central Intelligence, my principal role would 
be to provide intelligence to the policymakers. who are considering 
the military and: diplomatic alternatives available to the United 
States. I would never have accepted this nomination were I not 
determined to strengthen our country in every way appropriate to 
my position and to implement all lawful eydors ead policies of 
the President, whatever that may involve, sienout permitting my 
- private religious and philosophical beliefs to intrude into public 
policy. I doubt that this qualifies me today for the label of 
conscientious objector; but I earnestly hope that I will be a 
conscientious Director of Central Intelligence. 


Thank you for this opportunity to set the record straight. 
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Statement sent to SSCI 14 January 1977 


This Statement not read 
during Committee hearing. 
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7. Employment Record: 
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Staff Member, Joint U.S. Senate ~ House Committee on 
Railroad Retirement; 1952; Washington, D.c. 2 
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Washington, D.C. Pai 
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Editor-at-Large, Saturday Review; 1966-1969; New York, — 
New York . 
Partner, Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison; 
1966-1977; New York, New York 
Visiting Lecturer, Princeton University; 1966-1968; 
Princeton, New Jersey oes 
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8. Government Experience: 
See Item 7 "Employment Record” above 
Also: 


Member, Temporary State Commission on Constitutional|_ 
Convention (N.¥.); 1969-1970; New York and Albany, |! 
New York . . te — 


9. | Memberships: 


Bar of the United States Supreme Court 
Bar of the State of New York. a 
Bar of the State of Nebraska 
Bar of the District of Columbia 
National Executive Committee, Lawyers Committee for 

Civil Rights Under Law: 1966-1976 (resigned 
December 31, 1976) as 
Trustee, Medgar Evers Fund: 1969-1976 (resigned 
December 31, 1976) ; 
Council on Foreign Relations, Inc.: 1969-1976 
(resigned December 31, 1976) 
Member, Board of Overseers, College of the Virgin 
fslands 1966-1976 (resigned December 31, 1976) 
Member, American Council on Germany, Inc.: 1970-1976 
(resigned December 31, 1976) on 
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Listed in: 


Who's Who in America 
. Who's Who in American Politics 

Dictionary of International Biography 
Contemporary Authors 

International Authors and Writers Who's Who 


ll. Published Writings: 


(a) Books: 


Decision Making in the White House (Columbia 
. University Press, 1963) ar 
“Kennedy (Harper & Row, 1965) 

The Kennedy Legacy (MacMillan, 1969) 


Watchmen in the Night: Presidential Accountability 


Se tahmemamalte ere ee nate or 
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"The Case for Jimmy Carter", Skeptic, September/ 
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(c) In addition to the foregoing, I have written regular 
- columns for Saturday Review from 1966-1969 (while I 
; served as Editor-at-Large of that publication) and 
sa occasional columns for The New York Times "Op-Ed" 
page and other periodicals. Other articles of mine 
have appeared or been reprinted in numerous other 
STAT . periodicals including those of foreign nations (most 
recently, England, Brazil, Australia and Denmark). 
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Theodore Chaikin Sorensen 


Former Special Counsel to the President. Born in Lincoln, — 
Nebraska, on 8 May 1928; son of Christian Abraham and Annis 
Chaikin Sorensen. B.S. in Law, University of Nebraska, 1949; 
Lb. B., 1951; LL. D., 1969; LL. D., University of Canterbury, 
1966, Alfred University, 1969, Temple University, 1969, 
Fairfield University, 1969. Married Camilla Palmer, Septem- 
ber 8, 1949 (divorced August 1963); children: Eric Kristen, 
Stephen Edgar, Philip Jon; married Sara Anne Elbery, June 3, 
1964 (divorced 1969); married Gillian Martin, June 28, 1969. 
Admitted to Nebraska bar,'1951; New York bar, 1966; D. C. bar, 
1971; also U. S. Supreme Court. Attorney, Federal Security 
Agency, 1951-1952; member of the staff, Joint Com. Railroad 
Retirement, U. S. Senate, 1952; assistant to Senator John F. 
Kennedy, 1953-1961; secretary, New England Senators Conference, 
1953-1959; Special Counsel to the President, 1961-1964; member | 
of the firm Paul Weis, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison, New York 
City; editor-at-large, director of Saturday Review, 1966-1969; 
commentator on national affairs on Metromedia Channel 5, 1971 to 
present; Democratic candidate for New York Senate, 1971. 

Named by Junior Chamber of Commerce as one of ten Outstanding 
Young Men of the Year, 1961. Member Nebraska Bar Association, 
Phi Beta Kappa, Order of the Coif. Editor of the Nebraska Law 
Review, 1950-1951. Author: Decision Making in the White House, 
1963; Kennedy, 1965; The Kennedy Legacy, 1969. Office: 345 Park. 


_ Avenue, New York City 10022 


Also listed in Who's Who are two brothers: Philip Chaikin Sorensen, 
a lawyer who lives in Columbus, Indiana; and Thomas Chaikin 
Sorensen, listed as a business executive, partner in Sartorius & 
Company in New York City. 
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be 


dal 


by the Government? 


called as a witnes 


by the defendants, having been first 


auly sworn, was examined and tes as follows: 
THE CLEBRA: Shate and spell your full, true 
name for the record, please. 


THE WITNESS: My name 16 Theodore c, Sorensen, 


S-oO-r~-e~n-s-a-n, 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 


* 
BY MR. BOUDIN: 
9 ir. Sorensen, what is your present aceaupation? 
A T'ma lawyer. 
0 Have you been netoved by the Government of 


the United States? 
A Yes.. 


0p Would you state when you were first employed 


A In 1951, 


9 in whet sapacity? 
A Fowas then a counsel for whet is new the 


Department of Health, Education and Welfare, 


) And your secend period of employment? 


A Iwas then a counsel for a congressional 


committee studying railroad-retirement legislation, 


fe) And your third -- what year was that, sir? 


“t 
6 
2 : 
td . 7 
; cae 
E 


Sa ceadtibee oe casi aba 


satya ade agi theta se RM Le Sis 


ua imcdn ce inane, 20s emai aren mtgeemenatien tectsaei serine adldehges eet LLL BULL Loe be oe oes 


uu 


5p Wa ee ceeding eo Lea Facey oe nan ge raat ein alent oe Aik wide 


wood 


ae 
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Kennedy until he became President of the linited Stat 


ey 


pee POE eee. 


Sorensen - Dpbrecas 


wk ‘yt. + ” a eee Sat 
That was ina 19 the first was in "Sl, the 
second was in 'S2, 
9 Wk & wre hare oo = en a # ea a 
Wav WAS VOUr next connection with the Govern 
ment? 
B bes 5 


jen wee emeloved in vanveary of 1953 by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, John FL Kenreay 
0 in what capacity? 


a &s his legislative assistant 


9 4nd did you remain working for then-Senator 


es? 


4 I did, yes. 


What is a legislative assistant? 
THE WIfNESS: A legislative £ covers 
a multitude of duties, I worked with the then-Senator 
on the preparation of his legislation, on hi 
domestic and foreign policy, and ultimacel: 


campalicns, 
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Bh hea ceciae sek een 
i 
i 
13 | Sorensen - Direct | 
iF ; 
if : 
2j @) When Senator Kennedy became President of the : 
i . 
3h United States, what position were you given in connection 
t. 1 
! 
4! with his office? ; 
Bo A I wes appointed special counsel to the 
z fii Bresident. 
Vt ! 
4 I: 
x i ary stgioeyate : i 
va Q What were your responsibilities as special \ 
is 
H i 
By counsel to the President of the United States? 
1 : f 
: Bc tiple dt : 
A My task was primarily to work with the ua 


President on the formulation of his policy and program. 


That covered a wide range, with special omphasis on damestic 


ta 


policy, because Mr. Bundy was his special assistant on 


yh th RAMON nc A eS Ge 


Te 
w 
ta 


foreign policy, but it also invelved foreign policy, not 
only the speeches, but also participation in meetings of 


the National Security Council, meetings of the cabinet, 


meetings with the President alone on the whole range of 


A Yes, My original emphasis had been on 


pinata pain we Siena Mpg abla end meni Tabi cee at ade Seen le alee al eRe mean re nee sentne erinmmmrnty com meet L MAL LUE MERLE SB 


domestic policy, although I was working on the defense i 


budgets, on the foreign aid program, and on other legislative 


The President had originally assuned 


that I would be outside the scope of foreign policy activities 
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| 
: i 
4 Ls - Sorensen ~ Direct” 
a 4 : 
a eh. however, after the Bay of Pigs fiasco, which the President , 
i | 
: 3) agreed that it was, he asked Attorney General Kennedy and 
fo 
z Z . . e ' i) 
Ai myself to take a more active role in fereign policy, because | 
ie t 
5 Bh he wanted to have the judgments of those whom he knew very 1 
g r eee ‘ .og nae “ wan ie a. y 
4 61 well taking part. in that important area of policy making 
i I : 
: rf 
4 7} as well. 
; i 
i 3 
\ . : . 
Bi Q Would you indicate to the jury what the 
i 4 


Bay of Pigs incident was? 


10), A |. The Bay of Pigs was the occasion when the 

F 
lem anti-Castro exiles, supported by the United States and the 
ae 

i 


12k CIA, attempted to invade Cuba to overthrow Castro and were -~ 


es Ran GPT Ti NN a ais Ri, SNES sa 


i 
u 

13; and failed. 

{ : tb 

: \ 

i 14! 9) Was a committee formed to investigate that. 

. a 

oe ae 

Be 154 matter? 

4 i 
! 2 q 
: 4 16h A Yes, There was a committee formed to 
i 4 avi investigate that matter, 
5 4 Sey : 
| ae 18) Q ' Who were the members of the committee? . | 
| 4 i : 
| 4 pues A It was led by General Maxwell Taylor and by i 
f : | 
| 20 Attorney General Kennedy. | 
{ 21 | Q bid you have any connection with it? ite 
t ul . ; ! 
] oe 1: 
: i tot A . . i 
‘ a A L had no official connection with it, but, as 
| Ze | ‘ ; ! 
i i ; = 
oz | was true of a great many activities in the White House in ‘ 

; 

_ : } : 
‘ i . } 
H | those days, I was unofficial liaison with that committee {3 
i i 
i e : ae Og. 
oe ; e6 | aS ~- and whatever other assignments the President gave to me.} ~ 
: : " : i 
Foye | 
a | | 

! 

i 

i | 
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Sorensen ~ Direct 


Q Did you receive, in the course of your duties | 


as counsel to the President, daily intelligence briefings 


and other intelligence reports? 
A Yes. The CIA puts out each day a small 
summary of all of the important. intelligence material which 


they have produced or collected Guring the preceding day, 


and that is put on the desk of each of those in the White 


House who has responsibility in this area, 1 was one of 


Chan aL 


those receiving that material. 


oO | Did you have occasion to examine NIE's : 
regularly? i 
% I 
j A Yes. The NIE'’s -- National Intelligence 
: 
{ 


Estimates -- put out and coordinated by the CIA also cane 


to me in that capacity. 
Q Did you attend mgetings of the National 
Security Council? 


A ' I attended, after the Bay of Pigs, virtually 


i, all of the formal meetings of the National Security Council 


ws 


Iwas not a statutory member, but Was asked by the President | 
to sit in and observe, 

Iovarely participated actively in those 
meetings, but was asked by the President to give him my 


views in informal get-togethers at the end of the day. 


at gece ea ah ond ae tl Wav Mabel ey CES Li aah deal ate tanta ain Sibel aan 


Qa Did you have other meetings with the 
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i 16,172 


; 
f. 
aah Sorensen - Direct 


24 President? 


: 2, | A Yes. Yn the course of a day or a weak I 

| £ : 

! a nl e i fi F 

: ad would see the President a great many times. By that time 
é 7 

j 4 cons ta e ‘ é ee 

‘ poe Be we had had a relationship of eight to ten -- eventually 


eleven yeers, so that we often talked about a wide rande 


LEB R UE yea 


of issues, often at the end of the day after his xegular 


schedule was over, and I would drop in en a very infornaal 


i 
ff 
} 
' 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


basis. 


Q Would you go on trips, foreign trips with the 


Président? 
A Yes, I accompanied him to Vienna when he met 


SE Le R RRP IA CE SY aE at a ee UIE Cae SE 


q 33 with Soviet Chairman Krushchev, to Paris when he met with 
t 1A, General DeGaulle, to London where he met with then Prime 


SLR 


Minister MacMillan. 

i went with him on his trip to Berlin 
two years later where he made his famous. speech,. "Ich bin. 
@in Berliner," to Ireland and on other trips. 

9 Were you paveied Ye the Bevaaeees of 
Speeches on foreign policy by President Kennedy? 


A Yes, Iwas. That was one of my special 


responsibilities to take part in those meetings in the White 
House, which were the basis for major Presidential decisions 
on foreign policy, and then to put together the evidence 


‘and the arguments that were the basis for that decision in 


BATE tr a mca Sara ae ee Na a ia eas Se woh nna i SAS Dd Si ats at wa lah lca ea aa a ie ccd elie a A a 
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to the American people or to the Conoress 
: E Sg 


was the Cuban missile crisis speech to 


a detente, a getting together with the Soviet Unio 


Sorensen - 


Direct 
a draft speech for the President to coraunicate that decisio 


United Nations, as the case 


may be, 
Q Can you indicate several of the matters 
which you worked in cennection with preparation of the 
Presidential speeches? 

A Yes, of course. The President's inaugural 
address and his first State of the Union address both bore 
Neavily on pee policy, and he asked me to hels on koth 
of those, | 

i also worked with him on his speech 


at the time of the Berlin crisis 


in the summer of 1961, his 
speech reporting on his meeting with Khrushchev during that 


Same summer, his speech when the Russians resumed nuclear 


testing in August of 1961, his speech to the United Nations 


in the fall of 1961, his speech with respect to the 
United States resumption of nuclear. testing in 1962, 


One of the most important, of 


course, 


the American people 


in October of 1962; another important one was the so-called 
American University speech in June of 1963, which proposed 


and 


ai 


the speech on announcing a nuclear test ban treaty and 


advocating its approval by the Senate in the fall of that 
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iach 


Sorensen ~ Direct 


Q Did you attend meetings of the cabinet? i 
| 
t 
A Yes, I dia. : 
{ 
Qa Regularly frequently, infrequent ? i 
pe] & Yr a F q : 
A To attenéged all meetings of the cabinet, 
Q With respect to the National Security Council 


mestings, were thesa meetings at which, invariably, important 
matters of foreign policy were determined by the National 


ee 


Security Council? : 


A No. President Aonnedy, very frankly, regarded 


the National Security Council formal meetings as something 
of a formal bore, He preferred to make real decisions on | 


foreign policy in smaller sessions with those officials whom 


ne xvegarded as being particularly informed and particularly 


corecerned, 


The National Security Council meetings, 
therefore, became a kind of formal. ratification of what had 


already been decided in order that it could be communicated, 
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© 


Ay Sees pee oer 

: ; yas. 

i 

| y ' 

: Li Sorensen - Direct 

2 i fon Did you attend a Wational Security meeting 

| 

| sites following the Taylor-Rostow report? 
i 
ty 


faa 
> 


Yes. Yn the fall of 1961 General YVaylor and 
ee Mr. Rostow returned from a visit to Indochina and made 
recommendations to the President, and a National Security 


Council meeting, which I attended, was held on those 


recommendations. 


ie ‘ 

“ Q Did you attend a National Security Council 

3 — : meeting in October, 1963? 

- ils aA Yes. That followed another mesting -~ another 

i c : 

. Ley trip by General Taylor and Secretary McNamara, and on 

; ion 4 : ; 

' : ; 

: A: yas October 2, 1963, a meeting was heid with respect to what 

Ve a 

i a 14; Vietnam cptions lay ahead, 

H a H 

t 4 3 7 

i a il : 

rf : 154 Q Is that a meeting that led to the statement 

a aes t a 

a F | ' “ 

i a 

} a it : : + 

’ i: 16 with respect to the withdrawal of a thousend men? 

{ q a ' 

4 a. wat A fhat-is correct, 

Pi 4 { 

H ih . 

I vali ; ‘ ar ene : 

i 184 me) Were you generally involved, during your 

i ee 

F i. | ; 

4 19, term of Presidential employment or service, with the subject 

1 i 

4 20] of Vietnam? 

i i; ; Fons : 

j 21 i A Only peripherally. To be frank with you, 

| vet : : 

{ a : 

4 2E | this was partly because Vietnam was not a central issue to 

4 i : 

{ i the President during most of his period in the White House, 

H 23 i g is 

i . 

: ead. Berlin, Cuba, even Laos were of much more | 
25 amportance to him in the foreign policy area, and it was 
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ayechae st : on veer 2 ae 


4 P . 

5 14 Sorensen - Direct 

i. i 

qos Qe partly because, as I said, the fermal use meetings which 

Boe if 

: i 

; Bo Io attended rarely took up any of the real substance of 

4 a 

2s 4 ! Vietnan, 

Ee ; 

{ 5G Q When did you leave service of the government? 

i 4 

: ff 

i 6 | A Three months after President Kennedy's death, 

& : 
| t ! 
F 4 7 nat was roughly February 22, 1964, 
j 4 ie: : 
5 4 ul : : 
i i BH o bid you remain with President Johnson during : 
: , ; . ; : 
those several months after President Kennedy's death in the : 
1 , 
| Same capacity as counsel? ; 
i i 
4 : 
i ray Yes, ; 
7 Q During the period of your government service, 
i ; i 
i . : : 
{ me tet apes 7 ne ee ' 
| did you do public writings aside from the writings you were = 
i doing fer the President -- that is, writings in your own , 
| : ! 
i name? : 
J : 
4 A i delivered a series of lectures at 
| Columbia University which were published by the University : 
as a small book, 
| + Qo And the subject? 
| ; : 
| A What was called “Decision Making in the White | 

t 

| i 
| House," : 
' 9 In what year? 
} 
| a That was in the fall of 1963, : 
| Q After you left the position as counsel to the 
: President, did you de writings on the subject of foreign 2 
j 
4 
q 
1 
! 
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rae ee, 
Sorensen - Direct : 
; 
policy? i 
he i first wrote 4 book on President Kennedy, 
and on my years with him, which I -- which was celled . 
"Kennedy," and which certainly included 2 thorough review, 
I hope, of his actions and attitudes in the foreign policy ‘ 
i 
area. | 


Q Wnen did you write the book? 

A I wrote it from -~ beginning after my 
departure from the government in early 1264 and complated 
it in che date summer or carly fall of 1965, 

Qo Would you describe the process by which you 


gatnered materials on which the book was based? 


A When I left the White House, I-teok with me 


oS 


: ‘the sum ~-= : 
4 ‘ : 
i : 3 
4 MR. NESSEM: I think, your Honor, that there 
\ is no relevance to how a book that is not in issue in this 

i 
: case is involved. 
| m : 
i TMG COURT: Sustained. 

i MR, BOUDIN: IE refer your Honor to the offer 


of proof that your Honor has before him. 


THE COURT: ‘The objection is sustained 


tw 
t 
JS 


MR. BOUDIN:- 
Q When you left the White House, did you take 


with you materials which you yourself had written? 
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4 
j ‘ 16,178 
fs | 
a Ai Sorensen ~- Direct 
| 
a = 
| 2 A Yes. 
4 Bi MR, WISSEN: Objection; immaterial, your 
A ; 
. 4: Monor. 
he eH COURT: Overruled. 
4’ BY MR. BOUDTI: 
9 Did you take with you materials which other 
persons had written for the government? : a 
MR. NISSEN: Same objection. 
< a 
THE COURT: Sustained. : 
BY MR. BOUDIN: 
Q Did you take with you materials which bore 
classification marks? 
MR. NISSEN: Same objection, 
SHE COURT: The objection is sustained. The : 
; line of inquiry -- 
i 
i MR, BOUDIN: Yous Honor has --~ 
| Py 
| THE COURT: -~ is -- 
i 2 
W&%, BOUDIN: <-- your Honor will consider over 
i 
i ‘ 


the night the offer cf preof which I have wade in the: 


| 

" Sorensen affidavit? 

| THE COURT: .I believe I will resolve it after 

3) 

we are through. 

: ae 

4 -MR, BOUDIN: That will be satisfactory. Quite.— 
{ A n 
4 THE COURP: <I think Mr. Sorensen's answer may 


fe met iat 


\. °-. Approved For Release.2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2. vs so 


16,175 
at cre Pan ey Sie whe 

he! ae whee, Se eh he a me fot he 
: 2 have been incomplete. 
a 2 E i} 
4 i i 
i Bots You said that first yeu wrote. Was i 
; 4° there some other kook that you wrote? 
1 “ i 
: ae THE WITNESS: Thank you. 4 did write another - 
; a 6 book entitled "The Kennedy Legacy," which involved the 
: : ' 
4 7 foreign policy attitudes of hoth John and Robert Kennedy, | 
‘ 8. and I have also written a considerable number of articles : 
i 4 
i H : = 
: on foreign policy which have appeared ian the Forcign Affairs 


Quarterly, the New York Times, the Saturday Review, and other | 
1 c ‘ : ; . 
* . ~~ oe . \ 
i a ale publications. 
| £ | 
i y ‘f : ‘ ie As . | 
j 3 Bias ME. BOUDIN: May the witness be given | 
‘i e r 
i u 4 gun Shas i 
‘ % 1B 3 Exhibit 8? 
j A : i! i 
an: : 
; i he THE COURT: Yes, he may. 
q E 
a % iy : 
1 4 Eas, ihegeupen Bovernment ‘s Exhibit i 
i 4 : 
i 4 / 8 was placed before the witness.) 
i og : 
| Ls BY MR. BOUDIN: 
\ 3 
i 18% Q Mr. Sorensen, will you leok at -- ; 
: i 
H Gs: ; THE COURT: While that is before the witness, 
t * P 
7 . 
y - } 
; ane X would Like to sce counsel at side bar. : 
eS (Tne following further proceedings : 
: | 
! 227 were had at the bench, in Ene presence : 
i PB and out of the hearing of the jury:) ‘ 
i 3 
i : THE COURT: < have a couple of things. s 
: i 
i S 
: eg¢ Myr. Beudin inquired of my clerk abouk attempting co finish : 
i 
‘| 
: # ; 
: 4 ! 
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Bet oe 


Servensen — 


Llit e 28 seems, is nil, I weulad say at this 


To have suggested that tf 


ro 
t 
He 
it 
ty 
Cc 
a 
jaa 


d be Gann sut hink 4 7 
e aene, but I thank it does 2nconventienue the 


JuLy Very subetuntiatty. |& onc i 
y taptisily, so we will quit at about the same 


oo 


Ory r 3 a ft Peer ps st . s 
On your offer of Proof, it is impossible 


bey mys oye . 
“o cule as to the relevance and materiality of all 


ha ; i i 
that are set forth in this affidavit. am not 


Buce Me Ni g j oma Ios ld } 
eo oly Nissen, if I should make the s tatement ft 
, 


cr 


guess nat nse a 
guess, Nee Counsel has stated that he is making an offer 


in the effidavit which was filed by Mr. Sorensen 


farlier motion for a hearing on the question of 


discriminatory prosecution, 


: Fee Foy, 1 
he offer of proof on that issue is 


denied, b Lt is i Soi 
, but itis impossible for me to Say -- Iocon't want 


t ‘ A See . ” « : 
Ope ruling and will not rule that all the facts in that 
ms a a Ae - % . . : i 
(affidavit are immaterial and itreievant, because sone of them 
; iS e ae he oh 


may be en varying issu 


aay 
ate g 


Iwill not prejudg 


c 
Bre 
cr 
~ 
be 
+) 
iD 
oy 
inc) 
jms 
He 
a 
07 
if 


Am saying 1) 
am saying, soa you will know where to limit vour in uiry 
ated a 2 @ en ae 


a guetts Bas i 
Stion of Giseriminatory Prosecution, or 
2 ao ’ “ 


io Mas ve eer eae : 
Toadening it to adm nhistrative practice, that that offer 

of proof is denied, and r will have to rule as we go alon 
tO or along. 


o : MR, ECUDIN: Yes. Your Honor can understand 


: a my celuctar t ress cuasti 
a Yt chance to pross questions when I know that your 
: 
4 Honor opposes the line, | 
THE COURT: T understand. 
! 4 ? 
; 4 Bo MR. BOUDILN: 2) 
i i & | AR, BOUDIN: Yo will have to weave my way 
i 
; 4 % throudh that. 
i sl | 
PY | 
: ok 
i 


a 
i : Vos 
( y hes 
i a 
i 

i _ 
: Hoo Le 
' sh : 
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‘i : 16,182 | 
; : 
: den Sorensen — | 
4 
ba 2a: MR, WERINGIASS: So the record is clear, | 
oe : : ! 
° there is one additional issue to which we offered thie 
a proof,and that is the administrative practice respecting 
a the ownership of cogies of documents which area in the i 
i 
6" possession of Government employees when they leave service, 
y! 7 ; 
us Your Honor will recall in my cpening I i 
: Hy 
b : { 
i j ea < ‘ : ;: ae : | 
a 8, indicated to the jury that the question of the ownership | 
4 ae of the Pentagon Papers study, Volumes ] through 19, was : 
H i : : : ; 
yey Mal : 
: vate an issue very much in doubt because of the acceptable 
4 : 
4 - 
: = practice of former Government employees to take copies t 
i : , : 
4 yes ; : Se, Pees : ; 
j oe of the material that ware aqenezated in their offices with i 
4 foe 3 them when they left Government. 
j me X believe this witness would offer affirmative 
: 16 oe be set 
; ‘ = proof of the fact that that was the practice,and, indeed, | 
|. Ae ae 7 a ; 
| a a k, he engaged in it, and that is in addition to the other : 
ae fi 
i a ii : ‘ ; t 
' 4 : 4 aveas to which that evidence goes, | It goes, as well, | 
fen aq > oe ; y 
be 4° to the issue of ownecship of the documents. 
; 1, <4 THE COURT: Lowill consider that an 
} a H 
5 3 ' i 
Gi eae: d : ee ails , 
4 i] “ independent offer of proof that you just made. As to ie 
i ae ey 
} d- ; a: ge a ‘ 7 : 
i 1 1s that offer of proof, it also is denied, _ 
i ; 4 ue : . i 
' AL pe ST 
:: ore As to the thing that I mentioned -- we might .. 
: Deke ve as well. complete it now. As to the thing I mentioned on. 
do. : 
| | - log } : : 
q a ie the other witness' offer of proof, lf you can, get that : 
fe g : , _ fe i 
Poe : Oe 
i -_ to me in the morning so IT can generally look at it to : 
ie i 
H a : | 
: 4: 4 i 
: Be asi 
: ¢ 8 


Borge 
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5 
1 
te Sorensen ~ Direct 
| 
Be “prepare myself, ; : ‘ 
: ; } 
o : Lt will be in camera, My. Nigsen, wntil 
40 the witness testifies. . 
’ { 
; s co . st j 
' 5 “ MR. WEINGLASS: We will have it. | 
toy %. at i 
i ae MR. EQUDIN: How long are we going to go, 
7 : : i 
a 
a until 4:30? | 
:) : 


THE COURT: (4:30 or a little after, 


{the following proceedinga were had 


in open court in the hearing of the jury:) 


PER PRBS Sto Wits NS LS Bt eT RTT A dae dP ESR ERE i 


\ 
1 ; ae 
Rea THE COURT: Excuse me, ladies and gentle- | 
dass . | 
ei men . 
a | 
é ver Mr. Soresen, do you have the decument before 
a : : 
5 14_ i 
i : you? 
a i 
4 15: 
4 pees Vk WITNESS s Yes, I-do, i 
zg a i} 
a 4 h : 
& 16" : ee en ‘ z 
2 : THE COURT: Exhibit & is befere the witness, 
i a 


BY MR, BOUDIN: | 


Q Have you vead Exhibit 8? 


wate ah bah chara Ada meetin Ala at ne pce nn aie mii: hie ee line Seine eee nde tee neh eel tt be me ne ela ee 


A Yes, Tohave, Mr. Boudin. 

| £0. fogs WEA eS fect, att , i 
i Q Would you mind looking at payes 1 and 2, or, | 
| a Bs i oe : - 
i at vather, specifically, the secend page after the cover, and! 
| ze a ae 
i ae read the title to the jury? 
mort : , 
ae A “Evolution Of The War, Phased Withdrawal : 
i heel | 
pom oF, of U. S. Forces, 1962 to 1964." 
| 4 ; | 
! F DE ; : ; 
| a Q Could you descrihe briefly the contents of 
Z i 
i o . 

: 

F : ' 
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BPR Sy Bem, 


SeLraGusen - Direct 
Exhibit 8 to the jury 


wl 


A Yes. This bock tocuses almost exclusively 
upon a proposal made in 1962 to prepare for the phased 
withdrawal of Americun forces fron the war in Vietnam and 
for cur ultimate disengagement 

This began in the optimism of 1962, when 
there had been a settlement in Laos, when American advisers 
jee in vietnam and when the reports, rightly or wrongly, 

were that all was Pare well, 
There was hese that the strategic hamlet 


situation -- project was a success, that American heli- 


copters were doing their job -- 

MR. WISSEN: Excuse me here, your Honor, — 

If this is in Volume 8, it would surprise 
mé, and it is -- 

THE COURT: He is testifying to what he 
Bevieues is in Volume 8. rf it is not, sou wine bpross-— 

examine him on it. 
MR. NISSEN: Is he xesponding to the 


question of what is in Volume 8? I don't think so. 


THE COURT: | DO you understand the ques- 


Yes, I certainly do. 


All right. You may continue, 


aad pon ly, 


: sn ’ otha! Sek seats ay epi tc SN nica latest Satay x mite any duel Haba Cera 
PROS ac TR gt ALIN ht AAR HR EAE TRIB RISB NEE TREO HB ON EE 


tI 


or) 
im) 


os) 


oy 


n 
ol 


fa) 


Sorensen - Direct 
BY TUE WITNESS: 
A And in that period of optimism, it was 

Secretary McNamara wlio proposed at a Honolulu conference 
Shae a plan be prepared for the phased withdrawal of 
American forces beginning in 1964 and drawn down over a 
pericd of four years and for a reduction o£ American aid. 

During the monbhs that followed, covered 
‘by this particular report, a variety of ptana and proposals, . 
drafts, models, alternatives, were put forward. All of 
them were rejected. 

At first they were rejected as being too 
slow and teo costly, but inthe end they were rejected be- 
cause they were totally unrealistic and had no relation-— 


ship to what was actually going on- in Vietnam at that time. 


i D 
meni rt i les 


1 


Nec eltensnehldeltD LL MSU LA 


ah 


‘Washington, and one famous mission came back with such a 


Kennedy said to them at the National Secerity Council © 


“meeting, "Are you sure you two fellows went to the same 


Before that time, at the October 2, 1963, Natianal 


iby the end of that year. In fact, 1,000 men were with- 


Daring “his sace period there wan somerhing 
. F ; ae : she £05 tot aa) : 1 
of a debate going en ipside the Covernment as to what was | 


the political and military situation in Vietnam, huew much 


progress was being made. Missions were sent out from 


divided report betwean the military official on tha mission | 


and the civilian official on the mission that President 


place?" 
Finally the situation detericrated sc that it 


was clear that no vlan for phased withdrawal would succeed, 


Security Council meeting mentioned earlier, an attempt had 
been made to-surface this idea, and an announcement was 


released that 1,000 men would be withdrawn from Vietnam 


arawn, but approximately the same number were sent during 
that period of time, so that it was not much of a with- 


drawal, ané@ the plan was formally abandoned in the summer 


of 1964, when it was clear that it had no realistic meaning. 


Qo |. ‘Do you have an opinion, Mr. Sorensen, whether 


could 


oF 
wt 


eu 
Rt RP an daeN pitti mein ogo, 


have caused 


0 Do you 


information in’ that exhibit, if 


have been of advantage to a foreign power in relation 


to the nétional Gefense of che United States? 


A Yes, I dovhave such aa opinion, 
0 By first auesticn, incidentally, which I would 
\ 
like to repeat, is, whan Toasked you about injury te the 


United States, 2 


the 


national defense; 


A Certainly, 
(a) Now, what is vour opinion as to whether or not 
the release of this information set Forth in Exhibije a, 


if released in 1269, would or-would not cause intury to 


THE COURT: Rephrase 


MR. BOUDIN: I 


9 Could the 


information in Exhibit 8, if released 
in 1969, have caused injury te the United States with 
respect to its national defense?_ 

A Certainly 
Objection, your Yonor. 


There 


has been no showing that the witness is qualified to answer 


BSCR BBA AR ROR SR Sse tear cy ws 


A 
Q 


A 


in the question of what is meant bv 


THE COURT: 


'| Would you state the basis for 


Place, you must remember 


Sorensen - Direct 


THE COCRT: Overruled, 
MR. GISSEN: Secondly, 


Overruled. 


. BY MR. BOUDIN: 


Could the information in Exhibit @, if released 
\ ‘ 
been used to the advantage af a foreign | 


espect to the national defense of tha. United 


No. 


Could the information in Exhibit 8, if released 


sed in a manner prejudicial ta the 
the United States? 
in my opinion. 


the basis for the three opinions which 


you have just given substantially the same? 


Substantially, yes. 


your opinion? 
I'd be very happy to do so, tn the first 


that what this volume deals with 


essentially is a plan that the United States itself — 


‘abandoned and never formally adopted, because it was 


EN Sic RES PREEEM APEEAR ENO AERO RET SNOT YN Gane 1 COME MOLL [Rena Wee Caml eeey | 


‘ H 


Meaningless, because it was unrealistic, because it 


ovt of touch with the events 


South Vietnam. It taiks zgbout a seri 

series of proposals, 

none of them were adopted, and I don't 

were very meaningful. Yhe Jnited States Government 


decided they were net very meaningful in 1964, much less 


latex on... 


But that's veally a secondary 


even if it had been meaning 1964, dt certainly had 


ne real meaning. or importance in 1969 


Bt 
ct 


could net have 


been of advantage 


hon gevernment, it could not have 


hurt the defense 


States 


in i969 


to talk about an plan for troop withdrawals back 


in 1964, when in 1969 we had over 560,000 man’ in South 


Vietnam, compared with 13,000 back in 1964. The leaders 


in both countries were different, policies were different, 


even the procedures by which decisions wera reached had 
completely changed by 1969. So 


less then. 


Vand fihaltly, most of this, ths 


essence of this 
information, by 1969 had already been public. Some of it 
was public richt away. There are White House vress releases 


in here, congressional testimony, and bulletins 


i Ede 
~ ed ia S 
My zat 34 te eter 
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16,190 
i 
Serensen - Direct | 
the Department of State, in addition to that, some i 
of it came out indirectiy at the time, throuch specchas 


that were made by public offictals 
the press, as is inevitabi 


discussed in hooks that t have read, that others hava 


written, during thege 


0 . We asked You before with respect to the subject | 
‘of NIEs, these National Intelligence Estimates. Can rout. 
describe a little mora particularly what they are? ee 
A Well, a National Intelityence Mstimate is 


basically an attempt by the intelligence community in 


1 of the Federal Government to predict, 


to guess, to give some kind of judgment, as to what is going 


to happen in the near or far. future, Some of those guesses — 


turn out to be right and some of then turn out te be wrong. 


THE COURT: Excuse me. 


BY MR. BoUDIN: 


6 What are the sources for the information that 


eppears in’an NIE? Where doas it comé from? 


A It varies widely. -Some information in an NIE 


comes from public Sources; some of it is the epinion, the 


judgment, the guesswork, of members of the intelligence 
community; occasionally it's based upon hard collections of 


hard facts. But those are generally not in. NIEs, becauss th 
2 


NIEs are trying to pradic#: 


WSah aus Lad Lr orcas 


to the national. defense?..... 


ie] If you were to leok at an NIE rerlerence, 
that igs, simply an Nrp,. the number, and the date, without 
any indication as to what the SOurces Were, could you tel] 


what the scurces were from Lhe NIE itseif? 


A No, no, ef course not, The fact that 


pee 
@ 


Says "NIE" means almost nothing. It might be Poe Geek 


valid and valuable and it might not be Worth .very much at. 
aad “s ‘ a 


Q to New, vou have testified before with respect 


-€O meetings of the National Security Council. You have 


seen the work, the Writings, documents, issued by the 


National Security Cowmcil or in its name; have you not? 


A Oh, yes; many times, 
Q And co those documents. necessarily contain 


| 
; 
' 
| 
| 
| 


mater ial that is nar ked-tGo secret cr secret. or confidential? 


A. I would say it's invariably marked@ that way, 
ves, 
: Q Do hes contain information which relates 


MR. NISSEN: Objection, Trmmaterial, 
your Honor, We're not talking about the documents here. 


MR. BUUDIN: Talking about documents gen- 


erally that are marked with “nsec.” 


a ty bor z es : pane 
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Sorensen - pirect 


BY THE WITNESS 


oe) 


A Would you repeat the quest 
a Pp Z 


BY MR. BCUDIN: : 


1 


Q . Surely. When you see 4 marking on a docu- 


ment which indicat 


es that it comes from the NSC -- 
THE COURT: You better reread the question, 


You’re talking about a completely Gifferent question 


ne Re~ 
read it, s 
whe Bes tite was read.) 2, 

MR. NISSEN: | We object to that question, 
your Honor. | | 

THE COURT: Do you understand the eese lens 

OnE WItRESs: | Yes. And the answer is 
"Yes." 
BY MR, BOUDIN: 


Q . And sometimes do they contain information 


which does not relate to national defense? 


MR. NISSEN: We object: to that ag immate- 


Almost everything relates to the national 


MR. BOUDIN: = Withdrawn. 


THE COURT: The question is withdrawn? 


~ Direct 


MR, BOCUDIN: Withdrawn, your 


Honer , 


THE COURT: Ali right, The answer, then, 


is Stricken, ladies ana is te be cdisregarded 
by you. 


‘Ask your next guestion, 


BY HR. BOUDIN: 


Q Would the release of &@n NIE be of advantage 


to a foreign nation regardless of its contents? 
A Net every NIE regardless of it 


S$ contents, 


terial 


MR. NISSEN: Objection as imma ¢ your: 
Honor, You can’t have an NIE af it doesn't have contents, §|- 


80 it's immaterial, 


be ‘MR, BOUDIN: No, I said regardless of 


“.. the nature’ of its contents: 


~The objection is sustained, 


. . ititin ie 


Rephrase your question. 

MR. BOUS I: All right. 
BY MR, BOUDIN: 
E Q : Would the release of ae edges it is 
labeled “NIE", be i | x 


of advantage to a foreign nation no matter 


wnat was the nature of its contents? 


A Of course not, 


And would the re 


STOR 


4112 


Scrensen ~ Direct 


eause injury to the United States, regardless cf the 


woke 


ot Minnehaha amerin o 
PL ht A SETA GEE RBS BE PRs 
bed. 


i 5 nature cf its contents, merely because it was an NSC docue 
i ios : 
{ 4! mene? 
| | 
4 wi 
: ae a No, es 
; i 4 ee 
{ ae -MR. BOUDIN: Your Honor, I'm prepared to { 
| 
i , 
1 us 4 turn to the next exhibit. I await your pleasure on this, ' 
: el THE CCURT: - All right. We will take |. 
4 ‘: ; . eae 
e g ie a , 
Po the afternoon recess, : ges 
\ ; [e. 
do Ladies and gentlemen, we are going to take ke 
: | ee 7 ic 
1 the afternoon recess new until 6:45 a.m. tomcrrew morning. [ 
2 a 
: F i  & Rete ~ . 4 : i 
: Y know it's going toe he a little earlier. I'd appreciate : 
| J 5 | 
: B it Lf -you can all be here on tire, “as you have in the past. ‘a 
=a it 7 4.3 : 
: 4 Keep in mind, now, the statements that I have; 
5 ie . : . 1 
: I : ; ee 


18% made tc you before, not to discuss this case anicng your- 
i a ite : % eh 
‘“Belves or with anycne else or not to diseuss anything at -- 


all about the case or what occurs in the courtrccm. © Every- 


thing that you need and everything thet you should have to 


determine the issues in this case you should reac, see, or) 


‘hear in this courtroom and not anywhere else. 


All right. So until 8:45 tomurrew morning - 


you are excused, and I hope you have a very pleasant even- 


oe ing. 
é aad 
E : 
24.1 You may step down, 
i a . 


25 " ‘THE WITNESS: Thank you. rn Be 


position on this. 


cr 
ag 
& 
O 
= 
i] 


MR. 


“Sac, okay. 


phere is 


Witne ss Adams" perso 
night, send. a copy of 
ck in the morning. 
is returned to the 

THE 
ail try to be her @ oon ‘tine if we're going to run the < 


(Whereupo 


March 16, 1973 


e.. .1°d ask Mr. Nissen his 
‘would: like -to withdraw it over t 


it to Mr. Adams, and return it to 


No, sir: just so long. ag 
ALL right. See you comorx ow - 


at 8:45. Let, me say to you what I said to the oe 


at 4:30 p.m., an adjournment. 


“Was taken to reconvene at 6:45 a.m., Friday, 


ris 
ct 


sks Past 


Te 


al 


oat ULL i end ALU URES UE aE lahat al MES bey Beh L alt A OED ae LE A AED DR A I eS LA KL YL 


‘DANIEL ELLSBERG, 


VOLUME 92 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
HONORABLE WM. MATTHEW BYRNE, JR., JUDGE PRESIDING 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Plaintiff, 


‘ 


vs. No. 9373-CD~WMB 


ANTHONY JOSEPH RUSSO, JR., 


Defendants. 


REPORTERS! TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 


PLACE: — “Los Angeles, California — i 
DATE: Friday, March 16, 1973 


PAGES: 16,196 ~ 16,357 


mad oe peewee: - - . = ROBERT E. KILLION, CSR 
ae. ee Ms BEN NEWLANDER, CSR : a 
‘Official Court Reporters § -.” 
110 U. S. Court House 
312 North.Spring Street 


Los Angeles, California 90012 


- 213) 688-3280 


ULI, 


yt 
i: 


: ; | 16,198 

4 i Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 / 
: 1°, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA; FRIDAY, MARCH 16, 1973; 8:55 A.M. 
: 
2 a 

5 6 (The following proceedings were 

@ ae a _ ot had in open court, out of the presence 

| E and hearing of the jury:) 


THE COURT: Bring the jury in. 

‘MR. BOUDIN: Your Honor, aie the witness take 
he stand? | | s5 
THE COURT: Yes. Mr. Sorensen? 
- PHEODORE C. SORENSEN, SY ge 
"called as a witness by the darenddnke jointly, havine heen 2. 

previously duly Seeeny resumed the stand and testified 
further as picsss. . 
. 4 e 
MR. WEINGLASS + Your Honor, may the record 


show that Exhibit a-65 has been returned £6 the clerk this” 


morning? 
a “THE COURT: Thank you. _ de 
Good morning, Mr. Sorensen. 
THE WITNESS: Good’ morning, your HohoK: 
(The following further - proceedings 
were had in open court, in the presence 
and Kevetad of the jury:) 
THE COURT: Good morning, ladies and : 
gentlemen. | 7 = - : 
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i‘ . Sorensen - aieece 
a | , Mr. Boudin? 8 | 
i MR. BOUDIN: Would the clerk give Mr, Sorensen | 
ae exhibit 9? 
F a a. THE, COURT: Yes. bn : 
i = . (Whereupon Government's Exhibit 
7 | : 9 was placed before the witness.) | 
7 
& i 
; ab oe peg DIRECT EXAMINATION (Resumed) 
to) BY MR. DOUDIN: : an ne ON 
ar! e Q “Mr. Sorensen, Gaune you be good ere to turn’. 
Te. to the second page, which gives the number of the sonore aA | 
- he the Pentagon Papers series and the name of it, and state it 
yg. to the jury? © | 
16) ras a Yes. his ds Volume IV.B.5, entitled ~ . 
nee “Evolution of The War, The Overthrow Of Ngo Dinh Siem, eas 
ae. ae 66 iegeaRee. Deas! | S 
a leaia > oe Qo “phank you. Have you ead that volume, 
| ne Exhibit 9? | 
. a | A. Yes, I have, Mr. Boudin. 7 
- 2d, oP ; 5 ; Ae 4 
: ae | es Q - Would you describe to” the jury very briefly : 
tS A Yes. «This exhibit is concerned. entirely with | 
oe thé overthrow of Premier Diem of South Vietnam in 1963 : 
: o5 8 and the events which took eieea between May and November of | 
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Sorensen - Direct 


8 

2 :, that year. 

a The increasing remoteness and repression : 
eS | a of the Diem regime at that time posed a problem for the 

6: United States. It was highlighted on May 8, which was 


' Buddha's birthday, when a Buddhist political demonstration 
was violently suppressed by the Diem regime, aided and 
inspired by the Premier's brother, Mr. Nhu, and, for that 

atten. his siaveeainaian: Madame Nhu. 

| oe As a result, eoLitieei eopeeteren to 
theseea ine began to rise in the country. Student 
Boucneteantens occurred; a series of Buddhist monks or | | a 

‘priests burned themselves to death, and it was awe to the ) 

“United States that the political ena situation 
was rapidly deteriorating. 

This roluuve concerns itself wae ene 

debace tens United vated ag to what could be done aeak i 

Pee The fact is that Mr. Diem, the. Premier, felt that the . ae 

a 
united St ates had no alternative but to go along with hin, ; ae 
ne so He Paseeees the advice of Ambassador NOLEN « of ds 
anbassador Nolting' s subordinate, Mr Trueheart, when 


{J NoLting | left, of the new ambassador, Ambassador Lodge, when 


. he came. to the ‘scene later that year. 


“The situation continued to deteriorate, . 


and, as a result, the military leaders in South Vietnam felt - 
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2. they ought to take the matters into their own hands and try 


to bring about a change in government. 


ee + a aney said, "We had better go along with 


zeie. Preniex Diem. He's all we got. No one has any political. 


Poe | — oe The State Department, Ambassador Lodge, 


25 unlike his predecessor Nolting, and others said, "No; it is 
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t 
aa _ ap. 3 -There were all kinds of plots, all kinds ! 
sagt of rumors reaching the ears of the United States officials; 3 

6.:. . there were, indeed, some specific contacts made with ; 
ae U. S. officials which are deseribéd in this volume. : 
at BF . There was a fanous and controversial 
9) telegram sent from the Administration in “Washington a= ; 
io. “controversial, : in part, “because the President: and others 
: i “were out of ‘town at the time ge which indicated that st the 7 | 
12 “United States would Hee block an overthrow of the Diem | 
es ree, regina, =a There was no overthrow ae hat particular tine. : 
Hid oe ante : . The debate eoneinaddesaita enlaievectanpad 
15. somewhat with Exhibit 8, which Lt mentioned yesterday, 
tg! because the debate concerned not fue how i good or how Bade oa 
“oad eee the mociaeion in vietnam, } but also what should the | 
o 1a. united States do about it, and the military and the CIA, 
ee ern Harkins, General Krulak, and the CIA mission chief 
Sega : a eee rie: ; 
eS in Saigon, were on one side. 
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Li: | eeenen DLT Sek 

epee Eanes with Diem; it is a hopeless cause. If the military 
a anes to try their hand at it, the United States should not 
Qo stand in their way." _ . Ps 


oe After the McNamara-Taylor mission to 


Madea nb brsrcadbenetcmbs ladle PAIN cadet UE a J ell 
te 


South vietnam, a compromise approach was tried in which 
pressure waeaue on Premier Diem to get rid of his brother 
and sister-in- law and try to reform his government and its _ 
-aetleude toward ‘the Buddhists and the students, : : ak 
There was also enoches die cenakioe that | 
at least crept date < the discussion at sities point, and that : 
was one introduced by Attorney General Kennedy and by a ae 
oo Department aide, ney nat hat if all the. alternatives 
were as hopeless: as they sounded, perhaps the United Stnens 
should consider getting out of vielnan altogether, 
| Finally, on November lst, the sonuag =e 
acted. they used their forces to surround the capitol; they | 
overthrew the government of Diem; Diem and his brother | 
ae escaped into hiding, but, as was \wall 4 reported in the press - 
hae at that time, they were eventually captured and killed. 
| | The aftermath which is described at the 
close of “this volume tells about Ene succeeding government. 
‘It was weak. The economy of South » Vietnam began es 
deteriorate, and the United Spates began ta find out ene 


the reports it. had been receiving from tha écountey were not 
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Sorensen - Direct 


bet 


2a altogether. accurate, and that the situation was much less 


o ; i 
pe, ; 7 
3° optimistic than they had thought. 
% a 
fr | 
GS 
- 


Aele LIichennenc oA ELUTE A SEL OO ALLL 


: “| : 
cat 
i. a 


pee 
Sty oot 
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Sorensen - Direct 

a O- Thank you. Do you have an opinion, Mr. 

: : 7 Fe 
Bs Sorensen, as to whether the information in this Exiibit 
| No. 9, covering this period May to November, 1963, if it 
sy Nad been released in 1969 could have caused injury to 

ae the United States or advant tage to a foreign nation in 


+ 


Sain to the euipedhy defense of the United States? 


7 


oA Yes, I do have such an opinion. 
9° “DO you have an opinion as to whether the : 


“information in that volune, if released in 1969, could ieee | 


have heen used in a manner prejudicial to the interests 


of the united States? 


A 1 do have such an opinion. Yes. 


a : 

a 
i on) Could the information in that exhibit have 
bee oe emote | 

+s,» been used to cause injury to the United States in relation | 


- to the national defense, if released in 1969? 


9 “Could the information in that exhibit, a 


released in 1969, have been joes co the Sov aneege of a 
“foreign nation with respect to the defense of the United 
. States? | | 3 
R. Certainly not. 


ce 20's “ Could the information have been used, if 


“. released in 1969, to the BReueaee of the defe nse ntctests | 


| Of the United States? 


oY pak a 78s ce ae 2 Sey Ente 
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i i. Sorensen - DiEece | 
eo 4 
2 A No. a 

; Na 

o aes: Now, with respect to the three opinions which | 


ra 


-you have just expressed, is tha general basis for those’ 


cn 


three opinions the sane? 


By ‘ A Yes, it is, Mr. Boudin. - 1 

7 ease o | Would you eens the jury and to. the court 

es the paaisee for your eee a | | 

os gh om on - r sonia be ery, glad to do that. #1 
“igh 7 | To an ‘unusual extent, everything: --_ the essence | 

he eee : at 

ae! of what is in this volume was already in public eetne | 

ao - by 1969. ‘Much of altel ie eee otaee with Jgeheueness the 

7 27 ise overthrow of ee sove ee the hc aaa On a premier, | 
be b oe ‘the pete statements made by the United States officials | 
fag 4g at the time, the raids on’ “the Buddhist. gaged. the, 4 


- 


“suppression of the ‘wuddhist denonstrations = everybody 


was: reading about chee in the mewspePers eat. oe time. 


Te is pulled together eve: again (indicating). 


Moreover, ai es one of those issties which 


LE I SEE LLL Wd # 
Ke 
att 


OBOE bitterly divided American officials tiansatvee: a3 recall 
sot how bitter it was and how each side. would take the 
ee the. ae either through leaks or through 
Sea) eirect statements. 
oe This kind of information, the facts upon which. 
te 2 oheie judgments were based, was given to the nawapapermen’ 
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Sorensen - Direct 
2 7 
or women who were on their side or who were friendly. 


N : 
| 


to them. Anything that wasn't given to the eli a, GN 


at the time has long since been given to a variety of 
books that have been written on this subject, and it is 


a subject well written about. 


In fact, the authors of this Pentagon Paper 


‘| state in the Paper that the best sources about the 


plotting tide Wenedor Ga eoutn Vietnam and the meetings ms a 
eae took place in the United grates Government are the 
"published Geers: 

—e. A man named Shaplen, wha wee on the scene in 
south Veeerete has igpebe et all about the revolt; Arthur 
‘Schlesinger, Roger Hilsnan, Tom Meklin wrote books that 
“are regazded b by! the authors of ‘this as Seni: 
ee contain the essence of this material, and other 
‘books bo Halberstam, by Marguerite findgans, and by others = 
"even my book had some of this same material in it, so it 
was all very well ‘known feng before 1969, 


Secondly, Pes want. to bear in mind that there .: 


cis an argument going on here (indicating). That is what 
wis described in this book, an argument about what to do 
"about a a premier, “who in 1969 was. no Longer there, what 


to. do ‘apace the rumors of a plot, “which in 1969 was no’ 


‘cae eos ee Me ere pe cre SEO Te gS 


te pe oa: . : i A a Shad Ry Oe ee Tre 


; | "16,207 | 
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: eee 

oe ae Sorensen ~ Direct y 
ek ee aon : There was conflicting advice; there were 

a ' 

5 

ee predictions, judgments made, but those had no applicability 


2. . to 1969 whatsoever. 


5: The governments had changed on both sides; 
6 Diem was gone; the government who had succeeded him was ~~ ‘ 
29: gone, and, sad to say, President eee was also gone. ! 
: aa ; | 
oe. _ The leadership had changed; the policies had changed. — 


A qhe United States pelationenis with South | a 
Vietnam had Sonsrekaly changed, ann we had no relationship — 
an Ani OChee eeuaees in the world anything like the _ ae 
relationship we had with South Vietnam in 1963, so this 
was not a eer ere had no applicability to anything else, 
and would, therefore, ase be of any real use at all in os 3 
1969 to. another country with respect to the defense of 


the United States. 


And I think that is ai I think ees 

sufficient. | . 
OK. * Were the leaks to ietencyen referred ets 

Or woke they part of a ganaeud practice inside the ee 

Fo ment? 2 . 

te “THE couRT: Excuse me -~ 


MR. NISSEN: Objection, your Honor. 


THE COURT: Sustained. 


+e 


i 
iy 
.MR. NISSEN: Immaterial. | mee at 
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. i | | Sorensen - Direct 
. — , MR, ROUDIN: I take it the line to which I : 

| os had intended to -- 3 
5 ae + nS | THE COURT: The line is as I mentioned yester- : 
a E day at side bar. ! 
& | MR. BOUDIN: Precisely. I have no further 


questions. | 
| THE COURT: Ail right. Again, Mr. Weinglass, 
 Yehae is 3 wee a cueeee . 
| MR. WBINGLASS : Yes. \ 


THE COURT: (Cross examination, Mr. Nissen? 


wr. 


. 16,209 
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Bi Sorensen - Cross 

AcE 5 CROSS EXAMINATION | 

2 . 3 
3. BY MR. NISSEN: ‘ 

=, Oy what has been the extent of your military : 

5, “service, sir? 

6 A I have not served in the military forces | 

i" themselves. - ia . , 

Q How much time have you spent in Vietnam, sir? 

A in Vietnam? . S e4 | 

0 Yes. . 7 _ \ | a 

Bote b | t 

aa:  * A I have not spent any time. | 

12s Oo . MR. NISSEN: We have no further questions + 

ee . of this witness. | — | . 7 a “a 

far r: ; 7 i 

& | a TNE COURT: All right. Redirect? a 

re a ee "MR, EOUDIN: No, your Honor, no redirect. ~ : 


_ THE COURT: All right. Mr. Sorensen, thank 


“you. 


(HE WITNESS: Thank you. 


stig pare-ssceapige: pee th waits Ah 8 8 


THE COURT: (Call your next witness -- Well, 
oe tee “ey: “before. you call this: next witness, you have filed this. 
ie document this morning, and I want to take a “look at it. 


Give a ehewete ene Ghesennene ava) =o whis. 


Micty tet EL ek, oe ne EP pte, ee Le ge i aS ee 


nz. will be the next witness? 


MR. WEINGLASS: Yes. 


ad of THE COURT: Give a copy to the Government. oy 
“4 ppréved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 ee 
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; ; . : ! 
: Ladies and gentlemen, I am going to have 
to take a few minutes to read this, so you will get an , | 
i ees cup of coffee this morning. The schedule is different _ 
a na st 
3 = el from what I anticipated, so it will be about five or | 
; 0 oe ten minutes, and then we will have you back in again. 7 
: thank you. 
| ; - (The following further proceedings 
3 were had in open wows t. outside the presence a 

and hearing of the jury:) | 


THE COURT: Who is going to examine? 
MR. WEINGLASS: Mr. Young. 


THE COURT: Mr. Young, what is your 


“on time? 


YOUNG: I would say about an hour anda 


ohalf.. 


‘until I get a chance to look at this. 


(Recess taken.) 
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, doosesh considarabtan iden viel, 2b any, thre eck and concrete , 


> injury to the natient a ceo on dabeves ss would resi. it, 
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the gencral public vers ne be gyanted access to the anformetia.; 


and, once applied, the Lenuve of such clos.ifications rarely Lf 
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founds. 
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national seeuviiy interes: of the United Slates the public 
f 


denied £F necessary tox ah informed judg- 


and Congress 
; 
f 


: 
ment, enlightened debate, bie correction of mistauxes, the dis- 
; i 


continuation of invalid polictes and strategies, and the pre 


mtitton of past exyers. ee 


t 
Pe ‘ 
ited documenks corn= 


Bee eee ee wrt eee NCE eee ere eee Seam tal team rent telnmnaoam ter fm ten emt tat 
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rr 
ee 
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ee 
ia 
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i . 4. “ have Crequentiy read clus: 


pepe wire mona Tanne 


oo 
c 
oe 
me 
ct 
in 
ao 
a 

ley 
a 
- 
a 
lal 
ms 


ng information which was not secret, ox the secroacy of 


z : i which was not necessary foc any conceivable purpose related 
mi gS a 
' 
; 


i 4 2 
|. > embarragssmeat, oc which the pull iC and Congress had every 


Peay 


: = - 
i yight and reason tea Rrow in vi democracy. dany such documents 


> contained drforcackona ull 


x 
: 
g 
t 
cy 
t 
to national scuurity as distinguished fxom political oe ‘ 
. { 
| 
t 
7 
i 
a 
i t 
ea dneel informe, Milal wus well known to this country's 
é : : 


enemies wr advarsavins 
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; Fie 
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! ‘ : weal . : * 
5. Daxdag jas yoarg an the Wiite House 2b was not 


L Gnausual farms or ether govcrenent of fh 
$ ° 


chalks to have phote- ; 


Goole oy otheruze Pay ola! Clase eiced: Gay eaisen US. (Or SOM OG 


dyaefran: to coke such dageiosnis home for roview; ur Lo Gti 


fo from thes, cuauarieo thea, or obtherwioe ubllige them in 

° . 

Do "off tne record,” “bachyronnd, © O% athe: hhiacds of s@undons 
\ t : 
|; i with one or more represeantal ives of the nows yacdia and 

{0 
| ‘ a ‘ 
H 1 oceasion:}ly in speeches. No -ormal authority was sought 
“y an ; : : P : ; ; 
\ y Ox Wniaed Yor such us.:, tno inveshigation ox progecuticn 
: 4 


i F 
* 


ensued. Of the owmbtrarce; the President, Secrebary of State, 


} 
i 
: 
i : 
: " Secretary of Defense, Attorney ConeraL, Special Assiskank Tor 
i 
‘t 
t 
i 
t 
s 


National Se arity Aiécien, Glractar of Cota. and othex mere 


: 
i bers of the Meblional 


savihy Conmckil kurwingly and delat 


ak : : 
aoa : 
4 Ment ug Se . i ok * en a fs t 
var | exately disseminated such juformation From time to time 2p. 
a : 
: " Ke . . 
l - 4 order te advance the interests of a particulax pexson, 


policy , political ‘party ov Nopartment, ox the Administration 


Opivian, fhe national antervest. hessev 


se me! 


* gneinding the maintenance of fciendship with newsmen, 


| oe t 

: 4+ of ficlals often cid. the. For these reasons and othe: 
‘ a 
} 


desire to demonstrate how much they knew ox how important 


+ eee were 


» they were, ‘sa desire to undercut a rival official ox agency, 
f 2 


or. a desire to oppose a policy or proposal with which they 


disagreed. While the President £ quently cupressed 


-dyrdtation over these "leake” of classified Ancormation 
and documenks, av investigation was rarely ordered and -- 
even wily PYye 


mrdeinatery at tha uarb lyri ceed dissemination 


was Uducovercd o-- peoteribion Vas mevadl oss. 
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appealed to the nation's pross oo volunterily and private 


cae 


G. Et veers te oh Prenidenk don 1, 


"Chalk the Cangers of oo 


Tekh 


Of perlisont faery foe ered: on dodj the Capon Ubaicl age. 


- 
wae de ya Ee aoe - i tin. i FY : x 
cbbed COORG ROY EL Ll. 0 President sho gd Ten, cemutday 
ea fates ; : 
ce ae go eae ope yous FD. eee ae 1 geese earn Saree ; ‘ aes mn ya 
Phas poesyeuss, Ror wae Pic serucluy Gori: an tours Gad Lg 


and from, that uwicters! 


Ani Cemess support or opoosition, 


And both ure necessary ... J Rave complete confidence in the 


response aml dedication of ovr citizens whenever. they axe 


fully snformad 2. LO Loxeciogs GEA S Deeds jade meek its 


obligation to provide vou [khe press] with the fullest 


possilile intarmation ovbsiia the narrowest fimiie of national 


security 2..." (Airens, A 


Wowspapers Publishers 
Associaticn, April 27, 1881) Pyoen this apeech, da: which the 
President at the height of the cola War wAA Comoe rise bout 


the publication of necessarily secret information and 


taly 


cousidec Lis own ressonsihilibies an this regard, he refused 


to propose, wuch Less tanese, imy forme of governmental 


restraint, and spoke shavol. againsl censership, ConcedLaent, 


2 
& 

” 

o 
te 
bh 
be 
fad . 


ng OF Gissent end the covering up of sai 


and urged oniy self-discipline and self-restraint as the 


basis for proventing hacmful unuuthorized disclosures, .On 


the basis of wany conversntions with the President on this 


topic, f kmew khat this ves consistent with bas beblick and 
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Smee ais asions, considerations, predictions, information, 


priorities, plans aud assessments, unlike the then-current 


information and technology revented in sane of these ceases, 


cannok Conprcnt. ge current rational Seen - Buk no prose 


cution occurred in Ae of those cases, 
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es have many 
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keeping with the Long-stantis 
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their service, 1 Yemdved 67 cartons Of. pep: 
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fsom my office in cies White CNS upon my. deparkune: ¢ in 


February of 1964. Tt drew upon this material, ceepin some . 
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1965. TAs classified material included copies of the Kennedy 
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f subaitoied portions of tac ivaiscripl for infornal rowbew ou , 
Bi inclividuals whe then er peavieusiy served in high national ‘ 
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- t clearance oF approval Era. the qove someent and was ab no time 
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ters. o£ President Kennedy 
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qioked from: peer aay, ae 


and.Soviet Chairman Nikitie thrashchev, summarized a highly 


classified memorandum to the Attorney General from J. Bdgar 


Ame men camer GP Tee cee Tee 


Hoover, and quoted a variety of extremely confidential 
conversations. Mo question was raised wit 


publication. : 
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40. hat aldo ot bhe above boils @own-to is this: : 
i ’ 4 . ~ 2 1 
ae “Whe government has alvevs ysccogubeacd ard eceepted the fact 
ne 7 . eos S cos : : 


Ghat avottra aacenotesbonbo and indiserimineie over-classifli- 


A “ - ention of dogumants existe; 


Mun niohes and thak consauuently large gmounts 
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of classified inaterial passed from the yovernment to the | 
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: public ~~ sometimes to the govexnmone’s cnparrassmanc, 
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because 
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i utilization of classified canterial are so vague and obscure = 
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when they are violated, hundreds 
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as | - o£ violations of the Lektier of the law i£ it is brasdly : 
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UNTER a he DESTRiCT COURT 


FOR Sas CHUPRO 1 DEGTRICE OF CALIPORNIA 


x 


UNTTED GYATES OF AMGRICA, 


Pueanti.r?, NO. 9373- (tM) -CD 


vs. 


’ 
: 


AFFIDAVIT OF 


ANTHONY JOSEP RUSSO, JR., THEODORE C. SORENSEi 


DANIEL ELLSBERG, 


Defendants. 


a ee 


; STATE OF NEW YORK 


COUNTY O} NEW YORK 


THEODORE C. SORE 


NSLM, being duly sworn, deposes and 


{ 7 

2 Jl. do am a member of the law firm of Paul, Weiss, 
f : ; : , 

| Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison, 345 Park Avenue, New York, 


New York. 


: 2. Waving served as a lawyer in both the Suataeind 
,» and Legislative branches of the Federal Government from 1951 
to 1964, ancluding nore than three years as Special Counsel 
to the President, at which time I held a top security 
" Clearance, participated in National Security Council meetings, 
read classified documents daily, and drafted many such docu- 
ments to or for the President, I am very familiar with the 
United States Government's military, diplomatic and intelli- 
cence operations, nolicies and practices, as well as those 
regarding the classilicakion of various papers in the name of 
~ Nakvinal security ” lveagad my cel ae oO dr utils lou | Cizen 
, ‘ | a 
who is proud of his yoars of public service and who recognizas 


the eed for a Lisaited amount of seereey in government, 
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3. 2 can flatly 


that "top secret" stamps are 
frequently and routinely app tect with only the briefest and 
. 


loosest considaration of 


aa, it any, direct and conerete 
injury to the nation's securiiy interests would result if 
the general public were ta be granted access 


and, once applied, tha tenure of such 


ever reflects a thougntful reconsideration of whether the 


passage of time and events has altered the original grounds. 


The public's right to be informed, and the Congress's right to 


be informed, have not to ny knowledge 


criteria by those determining classifications. Nor is eoneae 
deration given to the danger of irreparable injury to the 
national security interest of the United States if the public 
and Congress are denied facts necessary for an informed judg- 
i 
ment, enlightened dehate, the correction of mistakes, the dis- 
i 
continuation of invalid policies and strategies, and the pres 
vention of a renetition of past errors. * 
4, % have frequently read classified documents con- 
taining information which was not secret, or the secrecy of 
which was not necessary for any conceivable purpose related 
to national scaurkty as distinguished from political 
enbarrassmont, oc which the purlic and the Congress had every 


right and reason ta know in a democracy. Many such documents 


contained information which was vell known to this country's 


enemies or adveraovigi vio wiera invelved therein; and thus 
the only people destied alos o formation as a result of the 


Qe alee: Oe At documents were Uy members 4 oe 


Congress and Ghee cay ed iat atta : . 


cere Ace Solgss 2005/1028 AR CIARA 


a cai Bye 


; 
to the ae Ore RRs 


class ifications Eel ely Lf: 


been reyarded as important 


= ce ES 
A aw er ae hte ey i a Pe at “tpe: wat ea Si ane - : 
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5. During my years in the White House it was nat 
unusual for me or other government officials to have photo- 
v = 
copied or otherwise roproduced classified documents or excerpe 


. therefrom; to take such documents home for review; or to quotas 


| : 
} from them, summarize them, or otherwise utilize them in 
i Vi 
: ' "6fF-the-record," “background,” or other kinds of sessions 
4 


\ 
{ : ; ; E 
F with one or more representatives of the news media and 
| occasionally in speeches. No formal authority was sought 


or Sit eaedl for such use, and no investigation or prosecution 


ensued. On the contrary, the President, Secretary of State, 
Secretary of Defense, Attorney General, Special Assistant for 


National Security Affairs, Director of C.I.A. and other mei 


bers of the National Security Council knowingly and delib- 
‘ a: 
4 aan | erately dissaminated such information from time to time in 
] \ v4 

1 
order to atlvance the interests of a particular person, 


policy, political party or Department, or the Administration 


itself or, in their opinion, the national interest. Lesser 
| officials often did the sai for these reasons and others -- 
including the maintenance of eabnaenes with newsmen, a 
desire to de snonstxrate how mucn they knew or how important 


. they were, a desire to undercut a rival official or agency, 


or. a desire to oppose a policy or proposal with which they 


disagreed. While the President frequently expressed 
a : ' drritation over those "Leaks" of classified information 


and documents, an investigakion was rarely ordered and -- 


P eayan whare Fue ariainator al tha unauthrri zed dissemination 


a 
g was discovered -- pooseeulios Was NEVOR OF Gui. 
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6G. Tk vas bho stew of Prosident John F. Kennedy 


"that the Cangers of exclusive and unwarranted concealment 


of pertinent facts for oulve sifted] the danyers which are 


cited to justify ato... Na president should fear scrutiny 
of his progzaim. For: from unak seruciny comes understanding; 


and from,that understanding comes support or opposition. 


And both are necessary ... I have complete confidence in the 


sponse aml dedication of ovr citizens whenever they are 
fully informed ... (Glovernmant, at all levels must meet its 
obligation to provide you [the press] with the fullest 
possible information outside tha narrowest Limits of national 
security ..." (Address, American Newspapers Publishers 
Association, April 27, 1961} Evan this speech, in wnich the 
President at the height of the Cold War was concerned about 
the publication of nocessarily secret information and 
appealed to the nation's press to voluntarily and privately 
consider its own responsibilities in this regard, he refused 
to propose, much less impose, any form of governmental 
estraint, and spoke shara!, against censcrship, concealment, 
the stifling of dissent and the covering up of mistak 
and urged only self-discipline and self-restraint as the 
basis. for yroaventing hacmful unauthorized disclosures. .On 
the basis of many conversations with the President on this 
pee, Yokmow that this was consistent with his belief and 
erativeds. bo gtated to me and others his belief. that the 
press erred da withhotding the advance intozmation it. 


possessod on the 


anvasion, tog 


lon as revelation 


os the real 


Lilecougiderea verre, weal dy ood 
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J. In the coyrse 


at vorking on that speech for 


the President, and prooarins ‘ro: his subsequent meeting 


with the netion’s ton aditers on this topic, the Central 


Intelligences: Acency end otlare directad to my attention a 


long lisk cf unauthorized disclosures to the press which, 


‘ iu z 


in the opinion of the C.1.a., seriously compromised our 
national secuxyity. Sone of these examples were summarized 
| 
i 


in the aforementioned Presidential speech as follows: 


ta 
parations to counter the enemy's covert 
operations have been 
news pay 


“Tpjetails of this nation's covert pre- 


available to every 
reader, friend and foe alike; 
that the sine, the strength, 


Xx 


the location 
and the nature of our forces and weapons, 
and our plans end strakec 


qv for their use, 
have all been pinpointed in the press andi 
other news madia to a degree sufficient ta 
satisfy any foreign power; and that, in at 
lease onc case, the publication of details 
coucerning a secret machanism whereby : 
satellites were followed required its | 
alteration at the expense of considerable 
time and money.” 


Further examples provided to mo after this speech included 


newspaper and magazine stories revealing details on new 
weapons; on U.S. methods of detecting Soviet missile and 
other tests; om SAMOS and other reconnaissance satellites; 


on the U.S. -boyjaiming position in advance of the Test Ban 


talks in Genews; om an internal memorandum regarding 
wilditary stroviegy ¢vom the SGeceatary of State to the 


Secrekbary of 


lopments in tha use oF nvelear propulsion for submarines, 


cacrievs, aivewatt, rockelin amd power plants; and ona 


variety ak Sonet bicaphnry devel onmenls Pabalieaties of wlacl, 


revealad te tha Russians our avthity to monitors: those 


on commarakive U.S. and Soviet deve-- 


nw TT 
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exeloapmonta, Towas atuo tavovnmad that the technical detaiic 


‘ 


of a nucleer weapon trigyering device had been leaked a 


decade earlier 


PorArsean. Being ganerally familiar 
with the “Pentagon Pacsrs" whieh appeared in the press 
last year, 7 know af nobhing in those documents which 


compares in any way with tha seriousness of some of the 


above mentioned disclosures. Revelations of past strategy, 


seve sions, considerations, predictions, information, 


priorities, plans and assessments, unlike the then-current 
information and technology revealed in some of these cases, 
cannot compromise current national security. But no prose- 
cution occurred in. any of those cases. 
6. Classified documents or the information con- 
tained therein also reached public view through the books 
and articles of former governmant officials. I have many 
times observed this practice and participated in it. In 
keeping with the long-standing practice that the papers and 
files of the President and his top appointees belong to tham 


y 


and may be removed from their offices at the conclusion of 


their service, £ removed 67 cartons of papers, documents and 
files of all kinds (7 cartons of anion were "“classified") 
fzom my office in the White House upon my departure in 


February of 1964. I drew upon this material, keeping some 


of it in my cun home, in writing the book KENNEDY, published in 


1965. The classified material included copies of the Kennedvy- 


Khrushchev corcvesvondence, tho transcript of their summit meet- 


ing at Vienna, secret manoranda and directives relating to the 


Cohan muslle Cvesis 1 Bev hi, bags + Con an crises ; oad Hg. 
Bay of Pigs, as wold an olhary Progidential Letters and 


memoranda of canversabious., Altnough Fo qeasrally did not 


——e 
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i use quotation Tiarks when outractinag classified material and 


subaitbed portions of bhe manuscrink for ihformal revi 


to 


individuals wha then or pravicusiy served: in high national 
security positions, I did not seek or obtain any formal 


clearance oc approval fren the governinent and was at no time 


questioned or reorimanded in this regard. The government, 
% 1 

speaking through the National Archives, asked me as the ! 

lawful owner of these papers ta donate them to the United 

States of America for eventual deposit in the John Fitzgerald 

Kennedy Library; and the government, acting through the 

: Internal Revenue Service, recognized that these were my pro- 

; 

pecty in granting a tax deduction for this gift. Whe legis- 

lative history of the Presidential Libraries Act of 1955 

i 

1 


and the Federal Property and Administrative Services act of 


1949 made clear that these were my papers to dispose of as I 


saw fit, much as Sherman Acams, Samuel Rosenman, Clark i 


4 Clifford and a great many others had done before me. 
9. I also served as unofficial editor of the 
posthumously published manuscript on the Cuban missile crisis 


‘ by Robert F. Kennedy entitied THIP 


DAYS. That manuscript | 
. , 


a quoted from previously classified letters of President Kennedy 


I 


and Soviet Chairman Nikita thrushchev, summarized a hiuhly 


classified memorandum to the AkLtorney General from J. Edgar 


Hoover, and quoted a variety of 


conversations. Mo question was raiagda 


an 
oy 
H 
ov] 
ia 
a 
G 
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publication. : 
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10. What allo of the above boils down to is this: 


LS 08 


+ . _ yt 
The yovernment bas always rocognived and eccepted the fact 
‘: € . 5 


that arplbrary, ancongietont and indiserii 


cation of doo 


yp and thak conse 


of classified material are passed from the yovernment to the 


public -- sometimes. to the government's onbarrassment, 


occasionally even to 


governing and Living in an open 
jJabels have come to mean so little in practice, 


the guidelines for classification, daclassification and 


utilization of classified material are so vague and ovscure 
that no one can be certain when they are violated, hundreds 


of violations of the letter of the law if it is hroadly 
interpreted occur every month. The government h 


this as an inherent part of our system and has relied on 
the support of subordinates, on their loyalty, consciences 
and self-discipline, and occasionally on administrative 
vrocedures to deter and correct the dissemination ot those 
state secrets that are actually injurious to the national 
security. 

lin I understand 


that this affidavit will be sub- 


mitted by coumielt for the defen: 
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Lu THE UNITED STATES DISTRICY Coud? 

SOUPHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

isis ark a aetreel emis lei are Boy 
| 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ‘ 


Plaintiff, : 
Civil Action 
va : 


71-2662 
YE NEW YORK TIMES COMPANY, e& @l., ¢ 


Refendants. + 


“ye 
Fe nv A WL RE NR a km tn eM to tet ne 


STATE OF NEW YORK 


as ne 
4 
+ 
e 


COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


THEQDORE C. SORENSEN, being duly sworn, deposes and 


1. IT am a member of the law firm of Paul, Weiss, 
Seldberg, RAPkind, Wiarton & darviaen, 345 Park Avenue, New 
York, New York. 

@. Having served as a lawyer in both the Exseutive 
and Legislative branches of the Paderal Gevernments from 1951 
to 1965, Ineluding mora then three years es Special Counsel 
te the President, at whieh time I held a too seeurtty 
gisaranee, vead classified decumentn datiy, and drafted many 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


auah documents to or for the President, XY am very farntidar with | 


tha United States Government 's practices rawarding the elese#i- 


fleation of various papers in the name of national security. 


3. Having read the matesdals appearing in the New ial 
Timas on June 19, 14 end 15, 1971, I am familiar in a general | 


way with the Times! publication of summaries of, excerpts from 


anid documents attached to a historieal study of this nation's 
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deapening involvement in tha Vietnam War conducted by the 
Lepartrenc of Lefenge. 

h, A determination by the Government or anyone else 
na to whether our nation's security requires the withholding 
from publie view of any particular document or decurents ia not 
@ matter vequiring military or other hisnly specialized 
agpertise. The highly individual and Prequantly arbitrary 
oninion of the elasalfyine officer is thus antitled to no or 
little more welght than the opinion of eny other informed and 
concermmed clitisen. “Top secret” stamps are frequently end 
routinely applied with only the briefest and loosest consi- 
aeration of what, if any, direct and conerote injury te the 
nation's security interests would result if the eeneral public 
were to be granted aceeaga ta the information; and, once 
applied, the tenure of such classifications rarely if ever 
rafleacts a theushtful reconsideration of whether the passaxe 
er time end events has altered the owiginal prournds. The 
public's wisht to be informed, and the Congress’ right to be 
informed, have not to my inowledgs been regarded as important 
eviterLa by these determining classifications. 


5. The nation's security desea legitimately require 


‘the withholding from public view for en appropstate period and 


no longer ecartain dovuuments, ineluding those which if revealed 
could endanger or otherwise adversely affect the lives os 
mogenants of American military personnel. In addition, forelen 
governments are ordinarily entitled ¢o expect that their confri-+- 
dential communications to our government will be treated with 
the same ragard for their wishes as they provide for our canfi- 
dential communications to them; and the President 4s ordinarily 


entitled to receive the kind of candid advice and reports from 
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his top civilian and military subordinates which 1s pnossible 
only if they can be aertain that words intended for his eyes 
alone are not shortly thereafter transmitted to the seneral 


public. 


& ‘the question of whether any particular doeument 
oy documents should remain seeret today ia thua one of 
balancing thesa interests, and the New York Times, a Pederal. 
Judge, a Senator ov a ecltdzen iey be ea capable of making that 
judgement as anyone in the Executive Branch. My own judgment 
is that, on balance, publication by the New York Tires of the | 
decuments in queation in this case is net injurious to the i 
national security. No current op future military operations 
om pragent top government officials appear to be Invoived in 
amy way. Ne serious exbarrasauent to any foreien government 
appears to ba involved. None of the information and epinionsa 
revealed appear to have any current facets requiring continued 


PaCPOCy « 


7. On the contrary I believe the national necurity ' 


interests of the United States will be irreparably injured 1f these 


documents epe gupnressed from puolie and Congresaional view; if 
tha United States, on the varee of several fateful decisions in 
He HWiddle East, Latin Ameriesa and Asla, is thereby prevented 

us a nation from learning the true history of what went wrong in 
Vietnam; if the same policles of concealment and deception which 


vravented debate and produced miatakesa in this nation’s epproach 


to Vietnam are thereby jJudictlally encouraged to continue; Lf th 
very purpose of this objective historical study is thereby 


fvusteated, and the cost in time and talent invested in ita 
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evolution wasted, by eonfining its clreulation to 8 handful of 
hieh offictals who largely supported the original polley: and 
4° the courts of this country, by enjodaing a free preas and 
permitting the concealment of official error, thereby erage 
still one more important distinebion between ourselves and our 
adversaries . 

8. I understand that this affidavit will be submitted 
in opposition to tha motion made on behalf of the Plaintiff 
for an ordes enjoining the further publication by the Ney York 


Times of this materlal. 


feetetaciinannes: eet ten ee 


“tineodore C, Sorensen 


New York, N.Y. 


June 17, 1971 


Svorn to before me this I7th day 
of June, 1971. 
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SUBJECT: Items on Sorensen Confirmation from 
Conversation of 13 January 1977 with 


1. General: Sorensen (TCS) likes hard questions, and hard answers. 
Has tendency to be very, even overly, precise, and is aware of hazard 
of this. Often very critical in public statements, and is aware of this. Seeks 
information for use in answering possible questions, rather than texts 


of answers to use verbatim. 
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ot 


MeNamy The bie decisions 


General Assembly the following morning. 

For an hour that night. with Secretary 
of State Dean Rusk, Cleveland, disarma- 
ment experts John McCloy and Arthur 
Dean, Sorensen went over it all again. 
Finally, the President closeted himself 
with Sorensen and about midnight re- 
leased an eighth version to Mi 
Bachelder, & White House secretary 
nearly 30 years, to be typed. At 3 am. 
even as she worked—and only nine hours 
before the speech was to be given—Mr. 
Kennedy had another thought. He 
added “as peacemakers” to the last: sen- 


As John FB, Keun personat brain- 
truster, “speechwriter, and confidant, 
Nebraska-born Theodore ©. Sorensen 
has long preferred to remain quietly 
in the background-hidiug a Phi Beta 
Kappa mind behind a cool reserve. 
But dast week the background of 
Ted Sorens 33-year-old special 


purtisan political attack. 
The fuss: started when Barry Gold: 


water, Arizona's conservative "Re- 
publican seuator, inserted in the 
Congr al Record a story by Walter 


Vrohant4the 58-year-old Washington 
jaurean cl of the anti-Administration 
Chicago Tribune, declaring that Soren- 
‘the man behind President Ken- 
uedy's rocking chair in a world [filled] 
with war tenstaus, escaped military 
service us a conscientious objector and 
Korean War service as a father,” 
And Goldwate:. a jet pilot and briga- 
dier general i: the Air Force reserve, 
edded on his own: “Anyone has a right 
to Claim Couscientions objection te com- 


sch 


Newsweek 


comnsel to the President, was en called up for active military 


Worklg lt sly sleeves UUL Late 
the aight. Dobie Secretary Robert § 
McNamara Pfabored through an avg 
Tasche_aof~paper last week in his ofc 
in the Pentagon's elite “E” ring. Whe, 
he finally affixed his _left-handy 
signature to the last document, the schg| 
arly, energetic defense chief had con 
pleted a series of “guideline” decisicy, 
on 300 major weapons systems and fore. 
that will shape the nation’s defense pr 
gram for the next five years. 

What McNamara had done, in effec 
was to approve in nearly final form th 
reorganization of the U.S. military estal, 
Jishment into integrated “program pach. 
ages,” a job that has occupied a tas 
force of planners for the past seve, 
months (Newsweek, Sept. 11). An 
these new concepts in military program 
ing will be incorporated in next year. 
defense budget, now nader preparation 
Although undoubtedly there will be 
changes as the budget is tugged anc 


batant military service, And 1 believe 


ssification [in peacetime, when 
there is no shooting war] than to serve 
However. FE can't help but wonder at’ 
the thoughts of the fathers and mothers 
of American boys who right now are; 


view When they learn that one. ot 
the President's closest advisers is 


Ty Mahan 


noplAlter roel b ocd 8: icensbtater ans 00090002- 


ey 


tailed until new high-speed ships ot the 
iir-cushion (or hydrofoil) type can be 
developed. Such ships would be less 
vulnerable to enemy submarines, and 
would move troops and cargo at’ twice 
the speed of present-day, 20-knot ves- 
wis. McNamara thinks the tradition- 
usted surface-ship admirals have been 
dwgging their feet in the development 
v4 new high-speed craft. 

pThe Air Force: It was authorized to 
jay 300 Minuteman -solid#uel interconti- 
nental hallistic missilesy 1968, in addi- 
tion to the 600 now planned; and it will 
retaiy the presently scheduled twelve 
fitus [CBM squadrons of twelve missiles 
vach. No further Atlas ICBM’s will be 
mdered, In spite “6F powerful pressures 
tor more manned bombers, the Air Force 
will not be permitted to spend the half- 
billion dollars voted by Congress for an 
additional wing of 45 B-52_ bombers, or 
the SISO sniliog este huwry the 
8-70 superbon¥ber into production. If 


i...» Are Challenged by Washington Critics 


wn objector because of conscience.” 

Though Sorensen absolutely refused 
to make any comment on Trohan’s story 
or Guldwater's statement, the facts, ac- 
cording to his Lincoln, Neb., draft board, 
were these: 

Ou Dec, 31, 1948, at the age of 20, 
Sorensen was classified 1-AO—the clas- 
sification of one who agrees to serve in 
the armed forces as a noncombatant 
‘as in the medical corps), but not as a 
combatant. In August 1950, after the 


outbreak of the Korean War, Sorensen 


was uutomatically reclassified 3-A be- 
- he had then married. In January 
. because he had no children, the 
hoard changed his classification back 
-ta 1-AO, On the basis of a physical 
‘xumination (shortly after an operation 
‘for removal of a tumor behind his ear), 
he was classified 4-F, In April 195-4. 
having become a father, Sorensen was 
“am reclassified 9-A. 

On this record/ the director of Selec- 
tive Service -ite-Nebr. . Maj. Gen. 
Guy N. Henninger (ret.), pointed out 

\ 


| October 9, 1961 


> ne 


“ 


and when the Berlin crisis subsides. 
middle-aged B-47 bombers will coutinue 
to be phased ont. The avair F-106 
fighter will be ordered for the Air De- 
fense Corsmand./McNamara selected it 
over tpn ih McDonnell. FAH. 
>The army At will be limited to fourteen 
combat Givisions. instead of the sixteen 
divisions many Pentagon generals had 
hoped for. The three elite divisions 
which now form STRAC (Strategic Army 
Corps) will be supported by 300 Air 
Force-piloted Douglas A4D-5 attack 
bombers, combined in a new joint tac- 
tical command 


specifically that Sorensen had never 
tried to avoid militury service and 
added that he wished all other eligible 
men “did as well” as he. And Sorensen’s 
brother Philip, a Lincoln attorn’ 
served in the Korean War th 
the Coast Guard. said the fury be- 
longs to the Unitarian Church and that 
there was “nothing in the Unitarian 
Church” that would require his br 
to become a pacifist, “The wh 
seems irrelevant to mew he said. 
Certainly, Ted Sorensen’s 1445 be- 
liefs concerning pacifism might well be 
relevant, and certainly mo reasonable 
person questioned his patriotism, SHE 
the question remained: At a time when 
the President of the U.S. is stressing the 
nation’s determination to fight. if neces- 
sary, for its rights. does one of his 
chief aides hold pacifist views? 
Sorensen wasn't talking, but his 
friends were. “If you believe that.” they 
said, “you're out of your mind. Sure, he 
believes war is wrong. But as fur the 
rest—well, read what he writes.” 
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i 1961 . CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE 21377 
; Public Lands Subcommittee bills reported by the full Interior Committee, during ist sess., 87th Cong. 
H oe : 
3 Land acqui- 
: sition, de- 
: velopment, Annual 
‘ Bil No. Title and opera- operating 
: tions cost cost 
i for initial 
HT a S-year period 
i 
2 
4 To establish the Chesapeake & Oblo Canal Nalional Historical Park in the State of Maryland........-------.--- $350, 600 
To authorize the Secretary of the Interior to provide water and sewage disposal facilities tothe Medora areaadjoin- | = 91, 000 [-.-------.-.-- 
ing the Theodore Roosevelt National Memorial Park, N. Dak, : 
4 To establish the Point Reyes National Seashore in the State of California s 451,000 
To authorize the establishment of the Hubheli Trading Post National TUstorie Site in the State of Arizan A 22, 935 
: 28, promote the preservation, for the public use and benefit, of certain portions of the shoreline areas of fhe United | 25, 800, OW }.-.---. 2.5. 
7 Latics, 
4 To provide for the esiablishment of Cape Cod National Seashore Park—..-.---.-.-~---- Bilt an sc tet oe eed Meld 350, 000 
4 ‘Vo authorize the Sccretary of the Interior to acquire approximately 9 acres ofland for addition to Cumberland Gap } 40, 000 J.--------.---. 
i National Historical Park, and for other purposes. y . 
& To amend the act of Spr, 22, 1260, entitled An act to provide for the establishment of the Wilson’s Creck Battle- 
: field National Park in the State of Missouri,” : 
g Authorizing the establishment of the Fort Smith National Historic Site in the State of Arkansas, and for other 
i = purposes, 7 
: 8. 1760... To establish the Great Basin National Park in Nevada, and for other purposes 
i 8. 3778_--. Ta authorize the Secretary of the Interior to cspend appropriated funds to acquire approsim: 
i for the Richinond National Battlefield Park, and for other purposes. : 
a WR AGB oc sk 2 eke 28 Dno vide additional lands at, and change the name of, the Fort Necessity National Battlefield Site, Pa., and | 115, (00 Joie 
: ‘or other purposes. 
4 FR. 566... Authorizing the establishment of 2 national historic sile at Fort Davis, Jef! Davis County, Tex.-_..-.----..---- 1, 100, 000 [nee 
ILE. 8571... To provide for the addition or a ions of certain lands'to the Eefligy Mounds Nattoual Monument in the State 2,000 [.-.2------- ees 
of Iowa, and for other purposes. ‘s 
H.R. 5760. To revise the boundaries of the Scaris Bluff National Monument, Nebr., and for other purposes..._---.-.-------- 25,000 [oo ees tcene= 2 
TLR. 2470 To provide for the establishment of the Lincoln Boyhood National Memorial in the State of Indiana, and for other 1, 600, 000 60, 000 
purposes. 
IER. 6007-2 ‘Ta provide for an appropriation of 4 sum not.to escce? $35,000 with which to make a survey of 4 proposed national 35, 000 |... esate 
parkway from the Blue Ridge Parkway at Tennesseo Ball or Beech Gap Southwest and running into the State 
2 ol Georgia. 
FW.R. 6422....... ae ghyy wseue-+} To add federally owned lands to and exclude federally owned lands from the Cedar Breaks National Monument, S$) 400 poss tee ee see, 
: Utah, and for other purposes. ie 
US. Res, 459. enn To provide for the pregervation an4 protection of certain lands in Prinee Georges and Charles Counties, Md., and 937, 000 30, 000 
for other purposes. 
Total. .-.--.----- Wena alc e eS ece eben ones esai ew ew dee cececaeaene dep ewe lage re eosentaaetednen, eee ee &8, 172,375 1, 578, 935 


Mr. DWORSHAK. ‘While I do not 
seriously object to recreational develop- 
ments in this country, I believe it is en- 
tirely Inappropriate to continue with 
this expansion program at a time when 
our young Americans are being called 
to military service from. the Reserve 
components of the Armed Forces. I be- 
lieve the time has arrived when, if we 
need austerity, if we face a serious situa- 
tion involving Berlin, which may 
develop into hot war, and with the im- 
pending controversies in the delibera- 
tions in the United Nations, the Ameri- 
can people will demand that we accept 
the appeal of the President for greater 
austerity and put cur house in order 
financially as well as militarily ta 
meet the sinister threat of the Soviet 
dictators. i 


INTEGRATION IN THE SCHOOLS 


Mr, JAVITS, Mr. President, yester- 
day, on the occasion of the issuance by 
the US. Civil Rights Commission of its 
1961 education report, Senators Douctias, 
Harr, Krarine, and I joined in issuing 


the following statement which I now. 


ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: . 


ae SEptemMBeEr 25, 1961. 

The U.S. Civil Rights Commission yester- 
Gay issued its 1961 education report, in 
Which it concluded emphatically that “the 
Nation’s progress in removing the stultifying 
effect of segregation in the public elemen~ 
tary and secondary: schools—north, south, 
fart, and west—is slow, indeed.” 

‘The Commnission, accordingly made 12 rec- 
olnmendations, all but one unanimous, cov- 
ering the various aspects of the general 
Problem of school desegregation—timing, 
information, enforcement, and financing— 


in. public, precollege schooling, higher edu-. 


eation and libraries, and in areas where 
schogls are attended by dependents of mili- 
tary personnel. 

Although some of the recommendations 
of the Commission have already been intro- 
duced as legislation in this Congress, we 
shall, in view of this new forthright declara- 
tion of the Commission, introduced, either 
at this session or, if time does not remain, 
at the heginning of the next session, a single 
ommibus bill on discrimination in education 
to Implement ali the Commission’s unani- 
mous recommendations, 

This declaration of the Commission un- 
derlines again what we have consistently 
maintained during this sesston—that vigor- 
ous administrative action alone is. not 
enough and that new legislation is vitally 
needed. It is our expectation that this 
Commission declaration will spur congres- 
sional action on these problems as early in 
the next session as possible, 

Paut Doucias. 

Prine A. Harr. 
Jacon K. Javirs. 
KENNETH B, KyratTine, 


Mr, JAVITS. Mr. President, this 
morning an editorial in the New York 
Times entitled “Integration in the 
Schools” on the Commission’s penetrat- 
ing report urges action to implemen 
the Commission’s unanimous proposals, 
I ask unanimous consent that the edi-~ 
torial be printed in thé Recorp at this 
point. : 

There being no objection, the editorial 


“was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 


as follows: : 
{From the New York Times, Sept. 26, 1961] 
INTEGRATION AND THE SCTIOOLS 


School segregation remains a widespread 
evil in this country although 7 years have 
now passed since the Supreme Court’s his- 
torie decision declaring such segregation un~ 
constitutional. The number of new school 
districts annually integrating their children 
has dropped sharply in the last 2 years as 


_compared with the number complying an- 


nually in. earlier. years subsequent to the 


Supreme Court decision. And even where 
integration has taken place, the number of 
Negro children affected has often been so 
small as to -he no more than a minimal 
token. Such are the unhappy conclusions. 
reached by the Civil Rights Commission in 
its comprehensive study just released. 

Most of the Commission’s proposals for 
speeding up school integration should be 
accepted. Certainly it is reasonable for Con~ 
gress to require every segregated schacl dis- 
trict to submit-plans for at least initial imte- 
gration. Equally reasonable are the. pro- 
posals for laws to speed up court action in in- 
tegration cases to provide Federal financial 
aid to school districts complying with the 
law when such districts are penalized finan- 
cially by the State. We question the desira- 
bility, however, of withholding Federal 
achool or library aid from segregated institu- 
tions. To do so would penalize students in 
no wey responsible for the segregation. 

If President Kennedy embodies the Com- 
mission’s recommendations in his proposals 
to Congress next year, the stage will be set 
for a major and bitter congressional battle. 
That battle cannot be avoided if the Presi- 
dent wishes to realize the civil rights provi- 
sions of the platform on which he was 
elected. 


THE MILITARY DRAFT STATUS OF 
THEODORE C. SORENSEN 


Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, in 
the Chicago Tribune of September 23, 
Mr. Walter Trohan has written a very 
interesting article on Theodore C. Soren- 
sen, who serves as Special White House - 
Counsel and adviser to President Ken- 
nedy. It says, and I quote: 

The man hehind President Kennedy's 
rocking chair in a world with war lensicns 
escaped military service as a conscientious 


_ Objector and Korean war service as a father. 


He is boyish ana brilliant Theodore Chaikin 
Sorensen, Presidential alter ego as Special 
White House Counsel. 


-Mr, Trohan goes on to explain that 
Nebraska draft: board records show that 


‘service only, 


. the Korean war broke ‘out, 
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Mr. Sorensen was classified, on December 
31, 1948, as a “conscientious objector” 
available for 
_ When the Korean war 
broke out, according to Mr.-Trohan, Mr. 
Sorensen was first classified as TI-A,.ex- 


. treme hardship deferment, or registrant -.. 


with a child or children. Later, on Jan- 


- lary 8, 1952, he was reclassified I-AO, a 


conscientious objector, and: still later, on: 


‘Pebruary 4, 1952, as IV-¥, physically un- 


fit because of a tumor operation, accord- 
ing to the Tribune story. ; 


«. Mr. President, anyone has. a. right to... 
claim conscientious objection to com- 


batant military service and I believe, as 
Mr. Trohan points out, that it very often 
requires more courage to seek this classi- 
fication than to serve. However, I can- 
not help but wonder at.the thoughts of 
the fathers and mothers of American 
boys who right naw are being called up 
for active military service when they 


~ learn that one of the President’s clasest 


advisers is an objector bécause of con- 


* science, 


I ask unanimous consent that Mr. 
Trohan’s article be reprinted in the 
Recorp at this point in my remarks: 

There being no objection, the article 
was ae to be printed.in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

[From the Chicago Dally Tribune, Sept. 23, 
é 1961) 


Report FROM WasHmNcton 
; | (By Walter Trohan) 

“WASHINGTON, September 22.—The man be- 
hind President Kennedy's rocking chair in 2 
world with war tensions escaped military 
service as a 
rean war service as a father, He is boyish 
and brillant 33-year-old Theodore Chaikin 
Sorensen, Presidential alter 
White House Counsel. 

.Sorensen|.heads the parade of men close 
to the President.in “The Kennedy Circle,” a 


series of intimate portraits in depth on New - 


Frontiersmen by Washington correspondents, 
Of the. tall, slightly stooped and bespectacled 


-young ‘man’s military record the book ‘re- 


Ports: 

“Too young for World War TI, Ted also 
escaped Kotean war service; he had just had 
a tumor removed from behind his ear when 
and draft au- 
thorities wanted to -be sure {t wasn’t seri- 
ous,”* 

This doesn’t quite square with the facts in 
drait records; The Sorensen record which ts 
on page 6 of the year of birth 1928 book 
under the numbers 25, 57, 28, 164. The 25 
is for his native Nebraska, 67 the number of 
the board in Lineoln, 23 the year of his birth 
and 164 the order in which he registered, 


RECLASSIFIED AS CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR 


The records show that he was born May 8, 
1928, and that his questionnaire was mailed 
to him September 27, 1948. On December 
31, 1948, he was classified I-AO, a conscien~ 
tious objector available for noncombatant 
military service only, It frequently requires 
more courage to seek this classtfication than 
to serve, especially in Peace time.” Sorensen 
was married September 8, 1949. 


On August 18, 1950, after the outbreak of. 


the Korean war, Sorensen was reclassified as 
ITt-A, extreme hardship deferment, or regis- 
trant with 8 child or children. On Novem- 
ber 20, 1951, his status was reviewed by the 
hoard and he remained in UI-A, 

On yenuaty 8, 1952, he-was reclassified 
I-AO, & conscientious objector, and ordered 
to report for physical examination. He took 
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the physical February 4, 1952, and was re- 
classified IV-B, Physically unfit; This was 


“after the tumor operation... bie 
On April 13, 1954,-he was reclassified Ift-A. 


A notation at the end of the line on the book 
ree “Liable for service until 35 years 
old,” . ‘ . 
Although Sorensen is concerned chiefly 
with domestic problems, he branches out into 
President Kennedy 
as “One of my very 


foreign affatrs regularly. 
has descrihed Sorensen 
.keymen,” adding. that 
he is extremely bright, and I have confidence 
in him. As my responsibilities grow so do 
his.” : 
. TURNING MORE CLOSELY TO OLD-AIDS 
Sorensen was frequently the first-man the 
President saw in. the morning and the last 
man he saw at night during the close presi- 
dential campaign, Although this is not quite 
true today, the President has turned more 
closely to the mén he trusted before his cam- 
Ppaign since the Cuban fiasco, the Lao set- 


‘back; and the Berlin crisis. 


Sorensen, as the man who did the research 
and some of the work on “Profiles in Cour- 
age,” the Kennedy best seller, and does con- 
siderable ghostwriting on speeches, 1s among 
the most trusted of the New’ Frontier brain 
trust. Still he remains considerable of a 
man of mystery, so much so that his name is 
frequently spelled with a “son,” 

He is of Danish descent on his father’s side, 
His father, C. A, Sorensen, was a Progressive 
Republican, following the late Senator George 
Norris, of Nebraska. ‘The elder Sorensen 
served as Nebraska’s attorney general from 
1928 to 1982.. Sorensen’s mother was an 
able and dedicated feminist who was accused 
of pacifist and radical sympathies in World 


War I, ‘In 1921 she married the attorney who - 


defended her against these charges. 


Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr, President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Hickey in the chair). The clerk will call 
the roll. 

é é Chief Clerk proceeded to call the 
roll, 


‘Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I - 


ask nnanimous consent that the order 


. for & quorum call be rescinded. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER... Without 


objection, it isso ordered. 


MOSCOW ATTACKS ON SENATOR: 
SMITH OF MAINE 
Mrs. SMITH of Maine.. Mr. President, 
sometimes the effectiveness of a state- 
ment can. be measured by the severity 
of.the attacks.on the statement and the 
identity of the attacker. 


on 1949 the Russian Communist, press 


called me a poison pen artist. In (1955 
the Russian Communist Press called me 
an Amazon warmonger hiding behind 
@ rose, 

And now again in 1961 the Russian 
Communist press attacks me on my Sen- 


ate speech of September 21, 1961, as it. 


accuses me of having had “another at- 
tack of cannibal instinct.” Such was 
the charge made by Radio Commentator 
I, Arloy in a Moscow broadcast. : 

Apparently my speech cut. deeply in 
view of the severity of the Comrnunist 
denunciation of me. : 

Apparently my message on the will of 
the American people got through to 
Khrushchev clear and loud. . 

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr, President, 1 
may say that my distinguished friend 


"He gets work done, : 


September 96 


from Maine has joined the very select 
fraternity—or I might Say sorority, in. 
‘this case—of those who have been. ate 
tacked by the Russlan press. ‘The great- 
est pride that I have rests in the occa- 
sional attacks on-me by the press of 
Russia, calling me a warmonger. 

T again commend the Senator’s speech 
to which the Russian press has referred; 
The distinguished’ Senator from Maine 
performed a needed and very useful sery- 
ice In calling to the attention of this 
body. statements that we would use the 
Weapons that. were used in. World War 
I -and ignoring the one type of weapon 
that Khrushchev. respects, the nuclear | 
weapon. . 

As a lifelong student of the military, 
I congratulate our good friend from 
Maine on her speech, because it was 
Jong overdue. . While we recognize that 


- we need a mix of weapons, we must not 
have strong. ... . 


overlook the. fact that. we 
Weapons and will use them. : 

The fact that the Senator’s speech 
provoked the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Symrneron] to state that 
the President was firm in his position of 
using these weapons, and the fact that 
last Sunday the President’s brother, the 
Attorney General, reaffirmed this firm- 
hess, justify the words that she used and 
justify the increasingly important posi- 
tion that the Senator from-Majine oc~ . 
cupies in the eyes of Americans all over 
the country. As an American, I thank 
her for what she has said. ; 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. President, 
I thank my good friend and able col- 


league, the distinguished junior Senator 
‘from Arizona, for ‘the very generous 


words he has spoken, and also for his 
observations yesterday concerning my 
speech of September 21. . : 


LEGISLATIVE REPORT TO THE’. 
SENATE bs ey 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I 
take this opportunity to fulfill one of the 
traditional responsibilities of the major- 
ity leader—to report to the Senate, and 
to the country, on the Progress of the 
legislative program during this session 
of the Congress. Asi dosoI am aware 
of my Kinship with those who have occu- 
pied this position in the past, and who 
offered: similar reports on the achieve- 
ments of other sessions. I am sure they 
felt, as I do, a mixture of emotions: 
satisfaction over the real accomplish~ 
ments of the session; disappointment 
over its frustrations; gratitude for the 
hard work that went into the making of 
each law, and for the courtesy and spirit 
of accommodation shown him by his 
colleagues; and simple relief that an 
appropriate time for adjournment had 
come. dene ; : : 
This has not been an ordinary session. 
of Congress, if indeed! there is such a. 
thing, There was, to begin. with, a 
change. of. administration, as well as a. 
change in the leadership of the Senate. 
Inevitably such changes bring with them 
@ number of errors, a certain amount of 
confusion; but such is the elasticity and 
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gNow, C. P. Continued 

Hlooded novelist; aud the hardsell technique 
bf a successful businessman 6+ he is a 
folly personality who takes 4 schoolboyish 
telight in his plans for presenting 2 new 
palitico-scientitic lunidingert which is gomges to. 
rattle the Establishment mote than somewhat.” 


References 
Author's & Writer's Who's Wha (1900) 
International Who's Who, 1901 
Twentieth Century Authors (Mirst Sup- 
plement, 1955) 
Who's Wha, 1961 


| SNOW, SIR CHARLES PERCY ‘ce 


Snow, ©. PB. 


SORENSEN, THEODORE (CHAIKIN) 
May 8 yo28- United States. government 
oflicial; lawyer 

laddress 2 v.. The White House Office, Wash- 
iNslOn, D.c.; hb, 3000 Spout Run Parkway, 
Arlington, Va. 


Kew officials in the new administration arc 
more concerned with the policies and progriaus 
of John F. Kennedy thant ‘Theadore Sorensen, 
the Special Counsel ta. the President of the 
United Stites. The youngest official in the 
jWennedy administration, he is the President's 
chief writer of speeches, braintruster, political 
confidant, ad, along with Lawrence LE, O'Brien, 
one of his chiel legislative aides. Although he 
hears a modest ile, Surensen, who has been 
called “chief of etafl far ideas,” is one of the 
most impertant and influential men in Wash- 
ington, 

Theodore Chaikin Sorensen was horn on May 
8, 1928 iw Lincoln, Nebraska to Christian 
Abrabam and Annis (Chaikin) Sorensen. Tle 
has three brothers: Thomas, Robert, and Philip 
Sorensen, wud a cister, Mrs. Ruth Singer. Born 
of Danish parents iw oa prairie sod house, his 
father rose 10 became shite attorney general of 
Nebraska and a Republican in the tradition of 
Senator George Norris’ liberalism. tle went to 
Furepe on tlenry Ford's peace ship, served 4S 
counse) to the women’s. sulfrage movement 
Nebraska, and wrote the kaw that enabled public 
bodies to acquire private utility, companies. His 
mother, ol Russia Jewish background, wits all 
ardent feminist and pacifist whe gave her 
miiden mane ase middle name to all the five 
Sorensen children. 

Christian Sorensen often took his son ‘Ved to 
meetings On public utilities, and fie somietinies 
had the child address the audience wilh it “Sow 
words” from the platform. Cluttered with 
liberal magazines and hooks, the Sorensen 
houschold was 4 congregaling place for pra- 
pressive friends who debated current issues, 
particularly those of the New Deal of Krankhn 
1). Roosevelt's adininistration. Another intlu- 
ence wpon the hay was the family's Unitarian: 
isin, 
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In 1945 Ted Sorensett praduated fret Lincntn 
High School, where hie had been active int drania 
and debate, it the Wand, and tn the YMCA 
That fall he entered the University of ebraska 
ona Regents scholarship, studying, the aris ariel 
sciences i @ prelaw curriculum, dn JON te 
was grauted a B.S.f.. degree wilh clectiogn te 
Phi Beta appa. As an tudergtaditale, Soret 
sen had served as chairman of the cairipes 
constitutional convention and oof the rion 
United Nations convention, fle had alse tices 
president of the university YMCA and a wietiv 
fee of the debating Lean, the drama: club, and 
the hand. 

With the help of a Donald Miller schokarship, 
Sorensen entered the College of Law at tee 
University of Nebraska in 1949. He lecatins 
editor in chick of the Nebraska Law Rete 
and was awarded the Order, of Coif. Ti ter 
spare time he served as a chief Jobbyist in the 
slate legislature for the groups that favored « 
Fair Employment Practices Committee law. fn 
19S, Ted Sorensen stood first in tis graduating 
class when he received his L1..B. degree. the 
father wanted him to practise law in Lincoln, 
but feeling _ that his home town was tons 
restrictive, Sorensen headed for Washington, 
).C,, where he world be relatively unknown 

In 1931 Sorensen pecame an attorney for the 
Federal Security Agency, later the Department 
of Health, Hducation and Welfare. Through a 
lawyer whom hie lad met at a conveition of 
Americans [or Democratic Action, Sorensen 
beeume a staff researcher for the joint Cor 
aressional subconmnitice On railroad retirement, 
which lad been set Up te study revision of the 
Railway Retirement System, When the sub- 
committee finished its work, Senator Paul 

Douglas of [linois was $0 impressed with 
Sorensen's _perlorniance that he recommended 
him for a job us administrative assistant to the 
newly —clected Senator from Massachusetts, 
fohn EL Kennedy. 

Reportedly, John ff, Kennedy gave Sorensen 
two fveaninule interviews a day or two apart 
before he hired him. du the first session Ken- 
nedy ineryviewed. Sorensen; in the second 
session Sorensen questioned Kennedy. Drawn 
rowether by their mutual love of books and 
polities, the two men worked together efficiently 
and harmoniously. With his remarkable analy- 
tical ability, Serensen soot showed a special 
knack for studying bills, drafting “uick study” 
memoranda, And conducting researeh for 
speeches ‘uid magazine articles. “That first year, 
in 1053, Sorensen Was mainly concerned with 
the problems of New England. Jn 1954 he 
hecame sceretary to the New England Senators’ 
Conference aud held the post through 1939, 

While John F. IKenuedy was recovering from 
a hack injury in 1955, Sorensen did the research 
for Kennedys Profites in, Courage (iarper, 
1936), a collection of biographical sketches 
about Americat legislators who exercised inde- 
pendent judgement in the face of pressures 
from their constituents. At first Drew Pearson 
attributed the Pulitzer Prizeawinning book to 
Sorensen as 1s ghost writer, but the documen- 
tary evidence ot Sorensen’s research notes, 


Kennedy's drafts) 10 his own handwriting, and 
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the help of Clark Clifford, a Washington 
lawyer, laler led Pearson to retract the charges. 

A friend has said that from the beginning of 
the two men's association, Sorensen had set 
himself one goal--to get John FO Kennedy 
elected President. In 1956 he urged Kennedy 
io try for the Vice-Presidential nomination at 
the Democratic Convention in Chicago. In the 
same year he prepared the widely circulated 
memorandimn, based on analyses of national 
election returns, that argued that political con- 
siderations should not keep a Roman Catholic 
from a Democratic national ticket Jor reasons 
of religion, and that the Democratic _ ticket 
needed Kennedy to bring back defecting Roman 
Catholics to the Democratic camp. Kennedy 
almost got the nomination. 


On January 2, 1960 John F. Kennedy an- 
nounced that he was a candidate for the Demo- 
cratic Presidential nomination. What followed 
has been described as one of the most successful 
political campaigns ever waged in the United 
States. Sorensen and Kennedy traveled through 
every state, courting politicians, making esli- 
mates of the real sources of power, and lining 
up delegates for the 1960 Democratic National 
Convention in Los Angeles. Sorensen built up 
a card file of about 30,000 names of people 
active in Democratic politics, one of the most 
extensive in the hands of any man. 

Just before the primaries, Sorensen relin- 
quished his organizational duties to the Sena- 
tor’s brother, Robert F. Kennedy. But through- 
out the primaries, the whistle stops, and the 
television debates, Surensen remained as John 
I’. Kennedy's chief strategist and policy maker. 
While the Senator was giving one speech, 
Sorensen would be writing another. Journalists 
covering the strenuous campaign reported that 
Sorensen seemed to thrive on the presstire. 
Among others, he prepared those speeches tht 
defended Kennedy’s Roman Catholicism from 
onslaughts by Protestant fundamentalists. Ken- 
nedy said; “I want to keep Ted with mc 
wherever I go in this campaign. You need 
somebody whom you can trust implicitly.” 

Now that John I. Kennedy is in office, a 
major preoccupation of Theodore Sorensen is 
to make him remembered as one of the greatcst 
Presidents. When Kennedy was President-elect, 
he helped to draft the inaugural address. Since 
becoming Special Counsel to the Dresident of 
the United States, he has spent much of his 
tine in drafting and writing Presidential mes- 
sages and speeches. He was Kennedy’s major 
aide in writing his first State of the Umion 
tnessage, and he helped in the preparation of 
Kennedy's specch to the nation on the Berlin 
crisis on July 25, 1961. Perhaps no one has so 
closely approximated the speech rhythms of 
John. F, Rennedy as Theodore Sorensen. 

Sorenseh now stands in the White House 
tradition of Colonel Tlouse, Harry Hopkins, 
and Sherman Adams. Ile handles situations 
that cut across government departments. Re- 
portedly, he will be given more responsibilities 
in the field of forcign relations; previously, he 
had concentrated on domestic affairs. Like other 
inheritors of this tradition, he has already be- 
come embroiled in controversy. 
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Wide World 
THEODORE SORENSEN 


In the autumn of 1961 Senator Barry Gold- 
water, the conservative Republican Senator 
trom Arizona, read into the Conyresstenal Rec- 
ord a story by Walter ‘rohan, chief of the 
Washington bureau of the Chicago Tribuate. 
Trohan asserted that “the man behind President 
Kennedy's rocking chair in a world with war 
tensions, escaped military service as a conscicn- 
tious objector and Korcan War service as a 
father.” 

According to Sorensen’s drajt board in Lin- 
coln, Nebraska, at the end of 1948 Sorensen 
was classified 1-AO. He had, in other words, 
agreed to serve in the armed forces as a non- 
contbatant (as in the medical department). 
Reclassified fo 3-A in August 1950 because 
he had married, Sorenson was reclassified 
to IAQ in January 1952 because he had no 
children. After an operation for a timor be- 
hind the ear, le was classified 4-F. In April 
1954 he was reclassified 3-A, since he had be- 
come a father. 

Theodore Sorensen married Camilla Palmer 
on September 8, 1949, just before he entered 
law school. They live in Arlington, Virginia 
with their three boys: Eric Kristen, Stephen 
Edgar, and Philip Jon. Sorensen once won a 
silver dollar from his parents for having 
reached maturity witliout having smoked or 
taken a drink. Although he indulges in an 
occasional sherry before dinner or in a daiquiti 
(to which he was introduced by John F. Ken- 
nedy), he still avoids tobacco and never drinks 
coffee. 

Sorensen’s frugality, abstemiousness, — and 
Puritanism result from his rearing, not from 
financial necessity. This asecticism extends to 
his appearance. He is a sparely built man, six 
feet and one-half inch in) height and = 175 
pounds in weight, with brown hair and brown 
eyes and a square and determined face that 
tisually wears a sober expression. Strangers 
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SORENSEN, THEODORE. -Continued Army; and one of his brothers, Ralph Edward and 
often mistake his glacial reserve for coldness Stace, is a retired lieutenant colonel of the vais 
instead of recognizing the underlying shyness Royal Engineers, It is this family background Adit 
of Army and civil service that later induced phan ok 
Jonial administra- veg 


Vis 


he its cause. When not under pressure, ar 
Yo relax, he plays softball Stace to enter the British co 
tive ranks in Ceylon. Stace's_ © 


that may 
ther brother, 


he can be charming. 
inber of the Nebraska “ 

Vicury Watson, | 1s deceased. He also has a ane 

Sey 


wilh his sons, Ile is a me 
Bar Association and a Unitarian. : 4 : 
Max Freedman, the Washington correspond- On r, Hilda (Mes, Mautice Swabey). ; Wor = 
ent of the Manchester Guardian, has written. face was educated at Bath College and not be Z 
Fettes College in Edinburgh around the turn of hope: : 
tion - e 


that “Mr. Sorensen, in John Marley’s phrase, © ete 
has the glory of words. But he is much more the eae He then attended Trinity, College 
than a literary crafisman; he is also a mastet Ae Unley be eed hia B ra 
ilosophy ¢ titi trategy. It ‘ ch he ps  irehoe 
iilosophy and political stratesy degree in 1908. Two years later, in 1910, he 


of palit pl ee : “ 
is not the janguage of ¢€u ogy but a emon- oe en) vee . 

strable truth to say that he combines the politi- joined the British Civil Service m Ceylon. He : 
cal sagacity of James Farley with the literary remained there for twenty-two years, Serving ideolo: ' 
graces of Judge Samuel Rosenman.” at various times as district judge, private sec- of fire j 
« retary lo the Governor, land settlement officer, \ i 
References member of the legislative council of Ceylon, i areal : 
Democratic Digest p35 Ja-F “GL por member of the governor's executive council, and, a : 
N Y Post Mag pl O 3 '40 por finally, as mayor of Colombo, and chairman of u i | ! 

Time 76:18 N 21 ’60 por the Colombo municipal council. In 1915, while ee 

Stace was serving as police magistrate of stitute, 


Kandy, serious riots took place between the 
Buddhists, and Mohammedans in Ceylon. On 
ible for 


SPORBORG, MRS. WILLIAM DIG’ one occasion, Stace who was respons! 
7 Vg 4 ¢ “ote Jeader a a E 
July V1, 1879-Jan. = 19GT Cavite leader au suppressing the disturbances, refused to let the 

into an unarmed crowd, an action 
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clubwoman ; headed New York City and State iene 6 
Federations of Women's Clubs, National Coun- police pes 
cil of Jewish Women, and Women's Voluntar unusual enough to cause much contraversy at the Ne 
Participation Deiense Comneil; consultant wit tune, super 
United States delegation to the United Nations, In 1952, as a result, of government changes person 
at San Francisco in 1945, See Current Biog- in Ceylon, man civil servants were offered a rnarall | 
raphy (November) yu47. retirement, and Stace decided to leave the coun- ue set £ fw 
; try. Fle sent a résumé of his published writings ee sb at 
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NY Times p29 Ja 3761 and accepted the best ofter—a three-year lec- 7 a 
tureship at Princeton ‘University. He was Stuart ie uae 
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Asked if he had ever been told anything about CIA efforts to assagsi. 
nate Castro, Richard Goodwin, Assistant Special Counsel to the Presi. 
ers replied, “No, I never heard of such a thing.” (Goodwin, 7/ 18/75, 
p. 138)? oe ; ee : 

_,, Theodore Sorensen, who said that his “first-hand knowledge” of 
allairs was limited to the post-Bay of Pigs period, stated that 


his general opinion, based on his close contact with President Kennedy, 
was that =... se . 


The CHAIRMAN. 
mand (as) a Pre 
‘the. details concer 
told about an onge 
Mr. BisbELL. I 
The CHAIRMAN, 
“priefing the man 
tant as a planned 
time in addition tc 
nate the leader ¢ 
matter and not the 
- ‘Mir. BIGSELL. Wt 
something about a 
characters for this 


* * * snch an act [as assassination] was totally foreign to his character and 
couscience, foreign to his fundamental. reverence for human life and his respect 
for his adversaries, foreign to his insistence upon a moral dimension in U.S, 
foreign policy and his concern for this country’s reputation abroad and foreign 
to his pragmatic recognition that so horrendous but inevitably counterproductive 
a precedent committed by a country whose own chief of state was inevitably 
vulnerable could only provoke reprisals and inflame hostility. * * * (Sorensen, 


7/21/75, p. 5) BOR. soaks ss _ ; 
Sorensen stated that President Kennedy “would not make major for- 
eign policy decisions alone without the knowledge or participation of * However, Bis: 
one or more of those senior foreign policy officials in whose Judgment “plausi 
i i ” trine 0 
and discretion he had confidence. (Sorensen, 4/21/75, p. 6) might be “embe 
Sorensen concluded his testimony with the following exchange: pp. 5-8) 
: " Q. Would you think it would be possible that * * * the Agency, the OIA Ee b. Discussion 
| could somehow have been under the irapression that they had a tacit authorization . 


: terms and that ne 
. (Bissell, 6/8/75, p. 


for assassination due to a. circumspect discussion that might have taken place Sometime ear! 
: with Bundy a “« 
included varion? 
- Jeaders, includin, 
not tell Bundy ¢ 
of Executive A’ 
7/11/75, p. 41) - 
Lumumba might 
of “pegearch” int 


co. Taylor/Ken 
Following the 
nedy convened a 
_ [the] failure of 
Kennedy, Genera. 
- Burke comprised 
’ 1961 after the par 
no mention of the 
Bissell was que 
General Taylor ¢ 
ment official in tl 
more knowledges 
self from the ple 


ping references 


r asking for it, 
and the President was rather concerned that he was not being asked for ex. 


plicit directives and was rot being given explicit information, so it is possible. 
i But on something of this kind, assassination, I would doubt it very much. Either 
| you are for it or you are not for it, and he was not for it, (Sorensen 7/21/75, 


Pp. 32-33) 
_ (4) The Question of Whether Assassination Efforts Were Disclosed 
in Various Briefings of Administration Officials, . 


a. Briefing of the President-Elect 


In the latter part of November 1960, after the Presidential election, 
Dulles and Bissell jointly briefed President-elect Kennedy on “the 
most important details with respect to the operation which became 
the Bay of Pigs.” (Bissell, 6/9/75, p. 34) Bissell testified that he 
did not believe the ongoing assassination efforts were mentioned to 
the President-elect at that meeting. (Bissell, 6/9/75, pp. 27, 35-36) 
Bissell surmised that the reasons he and Dulles did not tell Kennedy 
at that initial meeting were that they had “apparently” thought it 
was not an important matter,? and that they “would have thought that 
that was a matter of which he should be advised upon assuming office 


Amman 


bree 
(Taylor, ¢/9/ ees 
* Goodwin did bear about assasslnation on two occasions. One involved a meeting he- : Bissgel said he 
tween the President and reporter Tad Szule in November 1961 (see discussion BP; 138~139) 4 da 
and tne oe involved the Special Group (Augmented) meeting of August 10, 1962. (See Kennedy Boar i 
PP. 5 : . te a 
mee ets reason was also glven by Bissell in response to the Commitiee’s questioning of hig First, “the questi 
assumption that Dulles probably told President Eisenhower about the assassination opera: bout the operatio 
thon: ** 3 * the Mafia operation was not regarded as of enormous importance and there a 
co more important matters to talk about with the President.” (Bissell, 7/37 75. 
Pp. 7 


evidence conce 
meer ig discussed €3 
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McManus disagreed with Helms’ perception, stating that “it neve; 
occurred to me” that Kennedy’s exhortation included permission to 
assassinate Castro, Nor did the spirit, of the meeting as a whole leave 
McManus with the impression that assassination was either contem. 
plated or authorized. (McManus, 7/22/75, pp. 9-10) * 


E, GENERAL LANSDALE’S MONGOOSE PLANNING TASKS 


-- On January 18, 1962, Lansdale assigned 32 planning tasks to the 
agencies participating in MONGOOSE. In a memorandum to the 
working proup members, Lansdale emphasized that “it is our job to 
put the American genius to work on this project, quickly and effec- 
tively. This demands a change from the business as usual and a hard 
facing of the fact that we are in a combat situation—where we have 
been given full command.” (Lansdale memorandum, 1/20/62 
The 32 tasks comprised a variety of activities, ranging from in- 
telligence collection to planning for “use of U.S. military force to 
support the Cuban popular movement” and developing an “opera- 
tional schedule for sabotage actions inside Cuba.” ? In focusing on 
intelligence collection, propaganda, and various sabotage actions, 
Lansdale’s tasks were consistent with the underlying strategy of 
MONGOOSE to build gradually towards an internal revolt of the 
Cuban people. | 
Lansdale transmitted a copy of the tasks to. Attorney General Ken- 
nedy on January 18, 1962, with a handwritten note stating: “my re- 
view does not include the sensitive work I have reported to you; I felt 
you preferred informing the President privately.” Lansdale testified 
that this sensitive work did not refer to assassinations and that he 
“never took up assassination with either the Attorney General or the 
President.” He said that he could not precisely recall the nature of this 
“sensitive work” but that it might have involved a special trip he made 
under cover to meet Cuban leaders in Florida to assess their political 
strengths. (Lansdale, 7/8/75, p. 30) 
- In a memorandum to the Attorney General on January 27, 1962. 
Lansdale referred to the possibility that “we might uncork the touch- 
down play independently of the institutional program we are spur- 
ring.” (Memo, Lansdale to Attorney General, 1/27/62) Lansdale 


_' There was a great deal of evidence showing that Cuba had a high priority in the 

Kennedy Administration, and the very existence of a high-level group like the Special 

Group (Augmented) further demonstrated Cuba’s importance. McNamara stated that “we 

were hysterical about Castro at the time of the Bay of Pigs and thereafter.” (In the same 

context, McNamara stated. “I don’t believe we contemplated assassination.) (McNamara. 

7/22/75, p. 93) Ree et General Lansdale informed the members of his interagency 

committee that MONGOOSE “demands a change from business-as-nsual and a hard facing 

of the fact that you’re in a combat situation where we have been given full command. 
. (Lansdale Memo. 1/20/62). -- : : 

On thé other hand, Theodore Sorensen testified that “there were lots of top prioritir. 
and it was the job of F continually tell various agencies their particular 
subject was the top priority” and although Cuba was “important” it was “fairly well down 
on the list of the President’s agenda.” (Sorensen, 7/2 {18 p. 12) For example, wher 
President Kennedy was told that his first letter to-Khruschev in the secret correspondence 
which lasted two or three years would be “the single most important document you will 
welte during your Presidency.” President Kennedy said, “Yes, we get these every da} 

over here.” (Sorensen, 7/21/75, p. 12) : 

* Parrott sarcastically characterized Lansdale’s plans as follows: : 

; TH give you one example of Lansdale’s perspicacity. He had a wonderful plan for eet 
ting rid of Castro. This plan consisted of spreading the word that the Second Coming ¢! 
Christ was imminent and that Christ was pest Castro (who) was anti-Christ. Ané 
you sould spread this word around Cuba. and then on whatever date it was, that there 
would be a manifestation of this thing, And at that time—this is absolutely true—ané 
at that time just over the horizon there would be an American submarine which would 
surface off of Cubn and send up some starshells. And this would be the manifestation 
of the Second Coming and Castro would be overthrown * * * : ; 

Well, some wag called this operation—and somebody dubbed this—-Elimination 
INumination.” (Parrott, 7/10/75, pp. 49, 50) 
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During one appearance before the Committee, Helms was asked by 
the Chairman: 


’. The CrtairMan. Since he [Kennedy] was on the phone to you repeatedly did 
he ever tell you to kill Castro?. : pet eee SS tos Agee eee eee rod 
Mr. HeLMs. No. : seh se. : 
The CuairnMan. He did not? BS Ct B88 rus 
Mr. Hetms. Not in those words, no. (Helms, 7/17/75, p. 18) : ; 
. .Helms testified that he had never told Attorney General Kennedy 
about any assassination activity. He assumed that “he wasn’t in- 
4°-formed by anyone,” and added that “Harvey kept phase 2 [the 
¢ Rosselli plot] pretty much in his back pocket” (Helms, 6/13/75, pp. 

_ 57-58). Helms also said that the Attorney General had never told him 
that assasination was ruled out. (Helms, 7/17/75, p. 18) He added 
that he did not know if Castro’s assassination would have been morally 
inacceptable to the Attorney General, but he believed that Robert 
Kennedy “would not have been unhappy if [Castro] had disappeared - 
ff the scene by whatever means.” (Helms, 7/17/75, pp. 17-18). 


(4) Helms’ Testimony as to Why he Did Not Obtain a Direct Order 
' Helms testified that assassination “was not part of the CIA’s pol- 
cy” and was not part of its “armory.” (Helms, 6/13/75, pp. 87-88) 
Helms said that he “never liked assassination,” and banned its use five | 
ears after he became Director of Central: Intelligence. (Helms, 
-6/13/75, p. 166) Helms also testified to his “very grave doubts about 
the wisdom” of dealing with underworld figures when Harvey pro-: 
‘posed contacting Rosselli to. see if gangster links to Cuba could be 
developed. (Helms, 6/13/75, p. 33; 7/18/75, p. 31) 

_ Despite these reservations, Helms did not seek approval for the 
‘assassination activity. He said this was because assassination was not 
a subject which should be aired with higher authority. (Helms, 
7/18/75, pp. 31-32) Specifically, he said he did not seek SGA ap- 
roval because; 000.0 w Aut So See 


ENG So sir4! 


“I didn’t see how one would have expected that a thing like killing or murdering -— 
ag Or aSSassination would become a part of a large group of people sitting around 
ES table in the United States Government. (Helms, 7/17/75, p. 14)- / ; 
“His unwillingness “to embarrass a President of the United States 
[by] discussing the assassination of foreign leaders in his presence” 
as already been noted. (Helms, 6/13/75, p. 29) - ee 

-Helms gave additional testimony in response to questions concern- 
ng his failure to seek explicit authorization. for assassination 


eye. ear 


Piper te on 


Senator Huppiesvron. * * * jt did not occur to you to inquire of the Attorney 
neral or of the Special Group or of anyone that when they kept pushing and 
Sking for action * * * to clarify that question of whether you should actually 
De trying to assassinate? we Bree 3 oe ee 

Tt. Hexsts. I don’t know whether it. was in training, experience, tradition or 
actly what one points to, but I think to go up to a Cabinet officer and say, am 
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I right in assuming that you want me to 
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taken affirmative permission. o j i ; had no involvement 
not eliminated from the autho *? 


peat that point my pro 
“Mr. HELMS. * * * killing was not part of the CIA’s policy. It was not part or the Director conce 
of the CIA’s armory * * * but in this Castro operation * * * I have testified as : : 
best I could about the atmosphere of the time, what I understood was desired 
{and] that this was getting rid of Castro, if he had been gotten rid of by this 
means that this would have been acceptable to certain individuals * * * I was 
just doing my best to do what I thought I was Supposed to do.” (Helms, 6/13/75, . 
pp. 87-88). peu a eraase ie On the question ¢ 
When asked why he had not sought clarification from the Special 


g exchange occu 
Group, its members, or Robert Kennedy as to whether it was “in fact, =: The Cuairman. T: 
the po 


icy of the Governnient to actually kill Fidel Castro,” Helms ae og hen 7 
answered, . ~~ ee bsks.. Mr. Harvey. No, ¢ 
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5) Helms’ Perception of the Relation of Special Group Controls to. 2LA’s action arm 
= q “Aseassination yeie a ee #4 pril 1962, oe 

. Helms stated that the SGA’s control ee Glin Wiser He rer A i 
not intended to apply to assassination activity. (Helms, +P. : : 
Helms stated that the SGA’s decision on March 5, 1962, that major op- @related to assassina 
erations going beyond the collection of intelligence must. receive ad- ee : vie wee one 
vance approval referred to “rather specific items that the Special hrered the whale a 
Group had on its agenda” from the outset of MONGOOSE (Helms. | “WBthe way of small ersft 
7/18/75, p. 21) Helms said that since assassination was not among those : The SGA expec 
items, the SGA would not have expected assassination activity tocome | to Miami Tt 
Within its purview. (Helms, 7/18/75, p. 21) As to the SGA’s stated fami, Wr 

desire to “keep its hands tightly on preliminary actions” leading 
towards sabotage and other covert activity, Helms characterized it as 3 
the kind of injunction “that appears in all kinds of governmental Wallable® (ene : 
minutes of meetings.” (Helms, 7/ 18/75, pp. 16-17) yo ; ; 

- Helms stated that although there were “no limitations” on actions On April 26, 18 
to remove Castro during MONGOOSE, there were restraints on sabo- lorida “initiating 
tage operations. He did not understand the absence of specific limita- urn to Washingt: 
tions to anthorize more drastic actions, such as committing the United Sdale) At an S¢ 
States military to an invasion of Cuba, (Helms, 7/18/75, p. 9)? hat Harvey “atten 
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ntry. There was an effort made 
" (Helms, 7/17/75, pp. 63-64) 
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Contrary to the opinion expressed by other witnesses, Gilpatric 
testified that “Gt was not unusual” for the President and the Attorney 
General to deal directly with people at various levels in the Execu- 
tive Branch. (Gilpatric, 7/8/75, p. 58) He described Robert Kennedy 
as the “moving spirit” of MONGOOSE (Gilpatric, 7/8/75, p. 11) 
whose role was “principally to spur us on, to get going, get cracking.” 
(Gilpatric, 7/8/75, p. 47.) Although Robert Kennedy frequently com- 
plained that the plans of the CLA and MONGOOSE were not “massive 
enough,” and that “we should get ‘in there and do more,” Gilpatric 
said that the Attorney General was not urging specific proposals, and 
that he had desired only “to limit the Castro regime’s effectiveness.” 
(Gilpatric, 7/8/75,-p. 47) ce 

Dean Rusk served as Secretary of State throughout the Kennedy 
Administration and participated in a number of SGA meetings dur- 
ing the MONGOOSE operation. (Rusk, 7/10/75, p.7) 

Rusk testified that he had never been. informed of any Castro 
assassination plans or undertakings and had no knowledge of any 
such activity. (Rusk, 7/10/75, p. 52) He found it “very hard to be- 
lieve” that in the course of urging action against Castro, President 
Kennedy or Robert Kennedy would have sanctioned any measure 
against Castro personally.1 He believed that while it was “possible” 
that someone might have thought that specific courses of action were 
authorized by the emphasis in SGA meetings, permission to commit 
an. assassination could not have been reasonably inferred. 

It would have been an abuse of the President and the Attorney General if 
somebody had thought they were getting that without confirming that this was, 
in fact, an official, firm policy decision. (Rusk, 7/10/75, pp. 97-98) 

Rusk testified that he could not imagine the President or the At- 
torney General having circumvented the SGA by going directly to 
’ Helms or Harvey about assassinating Castro.” 

_ ‘Pheodore Sorensen served as a Special Assistant to President Ken- 
ne uring the entire Kennedy Administration. He was a member 
of the National Security Couneil Executive Committee that dealt with 
the Missile Crisis, but was not involved with MONGOOSE. ~ 

Sorensen testified that in all his daily personal meetings with the 
“President and at NSC meetings he attended, there was “not at any 


1“Senator Huppteston: * * * [Do] your contaets with Robert Kennedy or President 
Kennedy, indicate to you that they were agitated to such an extent about Cuba and 
MONGOOSE progress that in a conversation with someone urging them to get off their rear- 
end and get something done that they might convey the message that they meant anrthing, 
go to any length to do something about the Castro regime? pan 

Mr. Rusk. I find it very hard-to believe that Robert Kennedy standing alone, or par- 
ticularly Robert Kennedy alieging to speak for President Kennedy, would have goue 
down that trail * * *.” (Rusk, 7/10/75, p. 96.) ’ . 

“Senator MonpALE: * * * We asked General Taylor yesterday whether he thought 
something of informal, subterranean, whatever kinds of communications from the highest 
level to Helms: would have’ been possible without his knowledge, and he said he felt that 
was incredible, he didn’t think it was pone. 7 , re 

Do you think that it would be Ifkely that an informal order around channels, say to 
Helms or to Harvey. F 4 su : : : ae 

The CHarnMAN : Over a three-year perlod. ts. 3 es ; 

Senator Monpate: Over a three-year period would have been possible withont your 
delng informed? : : : ‘ 

Mr. RUSK: Theoretically, Senator, one would have to say It Is possible. 

Senator MONDALE : But based on your experience? : : 

Mr. RousK: In terms of practicality, probability and so forth, I don’t see how it could 
have happened. : - ie 

You know those things, in these circles we were moving in could not be Hmited in that 

way. You know the echoes would come back.”’ (Rusk, 7/10/75, p. 99) 
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atrie : time any mention—much less approval by [the President]—of any. 
-rney {= U.S.-sponsored plan to assassinate any foreign leaders.” (Sorensen; . 


(4) Tue Avcusr 10, 1962 Srectar Group (Avementep) Mrerina 


The question of liquidating Cuban leaders was raised at a meeting’ 
of the SGA on August 10, 1962. On August 13, 1962, Lansdale directed 
Harvey to include in-a proposed plan for Phase II of MON GOOSE, 
an option for the “liquidation of leaders,” Bo as 

At the outset, it should be noted that the documents and testimony 
about the meeting indicate that the discussion of assassination on 
August 10 was unrelated to the assassination activity undertaken by 

= Harvey and Rosselli, or to any other plans or efforts to assassinate 
&- Castro. The Inspector General's Report. states: = on 


The subject (of a, Castro assassination) was raised at a meeting at State on 
10: August 1962, but is unrelated to any actual atte 
result in a MONGOOSE 
action for planning liquida 
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tioned at the Presidential level, and by the failure of the successive 


This point is one of the subjects considered in the next section. 


. 4. THE FAILURE IN COMMUNICATION BETWEEN AGENCY OFFICIALS IN 
“CHARGE OF THE ASSASSINATION OPERATIONS AND THEIR SUPERIORS IN 
THE AGENCY AND IN THE ADMINISTRATION WAS DUE TO: (A) THE FAIL- 
- URE OF SUBORDINATES TO DISCLOSE THEIR PLANS AND OPERATIONS TO 
THEIR SUPERIORS; AND (B) THE FAILURE OF SUPERIORS IN THE CLIMATE 
OF VIOLENCE AND AGGRESSIVE COVERT ACTIONS SANCTIONED BY THE AD- 
MINISTRATIONS TO RULE OUT ASSASSINATION 
POLICY ; TO MAKE CLEAR TO THEIR SUBORDINATES THAT ASSASSINATION 


WAS IMPERMISSIBLE 5 OR TO INQUIRE FURTHER AFTER RECEIVING INDICA- 
TIONS THAT IT WAS BEING CONSIDERED 


a { 


: decisions knew about or authorized the assassination attempts (with 
the possible exception of the Lumumba case), Agency operatives at 
least through the level of DDP nevertheless perceived assassination 
to have been permissible. This failure in communication was inexcus- 
able in light of the gravity of assassination. The Committee finds that: 
the failure of Agency officials to inform. their superiors was reprehen- 
sible, and that he reasons that they offered for having neglected to 
‘inform their superiors are unacceptable. The Committee further finds 
that Administration officials failed to be sufficiently precise in their 
- directions to the Agency, and that their attitude toward the possibility 


_of assassination was ambiguous in the context of the violence of other 
activities that they did authorize. : ees 


(a) Agency officials failed on several occasions to reveal the plots to 
their superiors, or to do so with, sufficient detail and clarity . 
Several of the cases considered in this report raise questions con- 
‘cerning whether officials of the CIA sufficiently informed their su- 
periors in the Agency or officials outside the Agency about their 

activities, a a ae A ee 


-On some oceasions when Richard Bissell had the opportunity to in- 
orm his superiors about the assassination effort against Castro, he 
ither failed to inform them, failed to do so clearly, or misled them. 

Bissell testified that he and Edwards told Dulles and Cabell about. 


administrations to make clear that assassination was not permissible. | 


a8 A TOOL OF FOREIGN. 


While ‘we cannot find that officials responsible for making policy” 


the assassination operation using underworld figures, but'that they did 
so “circumlocutiously”, and then only after contact had been’ made 
with the underworld and a price had been offered for Castro’s death. 

Perhaps Bissell should have checked back with Dulles at an earlier 
stage after having received approval to give “thorough considera- 

.tion” to Castro’s “elimination” from Dulles in December 1959. .. 

Bissell further testified that he never raised the issue of assassina- 
tion with non-CIA officials of either the Eisenhower or Kennedy Ad- 
ministration. His reason was that since he was under Dulles in the 
chain of command, he would normally have had no duty to discuss the 
matter with these Presidents or other Administration officials, and that 
he assumed that Dulles would have “circumlocutiously” spoken with 
Presidents Eisenhower and Kennedy about the operation. These rea- 
sons are insufficient. It was inexcusable to withhold such information 
from those responsible for formulating policy on the unverified ‘as- 
ou peoe that they might ‘have been “circumlocutiously” informed by 

The failure either to inform those officials or to make certain that 
they had been informed by Dulles was particularly reprehensible in 
light of the fact that there were many occasions on which Bissell 
should have informed them, and his failure to do so was misleading. 
In the first weeks of the Kennedy Administration, Bissell met with 
Bundy and discussed the development of an assassination capability 
within CIA—Executive Action. But Bissell did not mention that an 
actual assassination attempt was underway. Bissell appeared before 
the Taylor-Kennedy Board of Inquiry which was formed to report 
to the President on the Bay of Pigs and the Cuban situation, but he 
testified that he did not inform the Board of the assassination opera- 
tion.? As chief of the CIA directorate concerned with clandestine 
operations and the Bay of Pigs, Bissell frequently met with officials 
in the Eisenhower and Kennedy Administrations to discuss Cuban 
operations, and his advice was frequently sought. He did not tell them 
that the CIA had undertaken an effort to assassinate Castro, and did 
not ask if they favored proceeding with the effort. He was present at 
the meeting with Dulles and President Kennedy at which the new 

President was briefed on covert action in Cuba, but neither Dulles 
nor Bissell mentioned the assassination operation that was under- 
way. Dulles himself may not have always been candid. On December 
11, 1959, he approved the CIA’s giving “thorough consideration to the 
elimination of Fidel Castro,” but told the Special Group in a meeting 
‘the following month that “we do not have in mind the quick elimina- 
tion of Castro, but rather actions designed to enable responsible opposi- 
tion leaders to get.a foothold.” eA ath ic WEDS a, salen 

. ‘The failures to make forthright disclosures to policy-makers con- 
tinued during the time that Richard Helms was DDP. Helms’ failure 
to inform McCone about the underworld operation (when it was re- 

activated under Harvey and poison pills were sent to Cuba) was a 

grave error in judgment, and Helms’ excuses are unpersuasive. In 

May 1962 the Attomey General was told that the CIA’s involve- 


eee ee eee 


lEven assuming that Bissell correctly perceived that Dulles understood the nature of 
the operation, it was also inexcusable for Bissell not to have briefed Dulles in plain 
language, Further, even if one accepts Bissell’s assumption that Dulles told the Presi- 
dents, they would have been told too late, because Bissell “guessed” they would have 
been told that the operation “had been Planned and was being attempted.” 

? Dulles was also a member of the Board. 
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ment in an assassination plot had terminated with the Bay of Pigs. - 
Not only did Edwards, who had briefed the Attorney General, know - 
that the operation-had not been terminated, but Helms did not inform 
the Attorney General that the operation was still active when he 
learned that the Attorney General had been misled. Helms did not 
inform McCone of the plot until August 1963, and did so then in a 
manner which indicated that the plot had been terminated before 
McCone became Director. Helms’ denial that AM/LASH had been 
involved in an assassination effort in response to Secretary of State - 
Rusk’s inquiries was, as Helms conceded, not factual. 
When Helms briefed President Johnson on the Castro plots, he 
apparently described the activities that had occurred during prior 
administrations but did not describe the AM/LASH operation which 
had continued until 1965. Helms also failed to inform the Warren 
Commission of the plots because the precise question was not asked.? 
Helms told the Committee that he Had never raised the assassina- 
tion operation with McCone or other Kennedy Administration officials 
because of the sensitivity of the matter, because he had assumed that 
the project had been previously authorized, and because the aggressive 
character of the Kennedy Administration’s program against the 
Castro regime led him to believe that assassination was permissible, 
‘even though he did not receive an express instruction to that effect, 
He added that he had never been convinced that the operation would 
succeed, and that he would have told McCone about it if he had ever 
believed that it would “go anyplace.” 
_ Helms’ reasons for not having told his superiors about the assassina- 
tion effort are unacceptable; indeed, many of them were reasons why 
he should have specifically raised the matter with higher authority. 
As Helms himself testified, assassination was of a high order of sensi- 
tivity. Administration policymakers, supported by intelligence esti- 
mates furnished by the Agency, had emphasized on ‘several occasions 
hat successors to Castro might be worse than Castro himself. In addi- 
lon, the Special Group (Augmented) required that plans for covert 
actions against Cuba be submitted in detail for its approval. Although 
ethe Administration was exerting intense pressure on the CIA to do - 
omething about Castro and the Castro regime, it was a serious error 
to have undertaken so drastic an operation without making certain 
that there was full and unequivocal permission to proceed. | oe 
eWilliam Harvey, the officer in charge of the CIA’s attempt using 
underworld figures to assassinate Castro, testified that he never dis- ” 
cussed the plot with McCone or officials of the Kennedy Administra- 
on because he believed that it had been fully authorized by the pre- 
ious Director, because he was uncertain whether it had a chance of 
icceeding, and because he believed that it was not his duty to inform 
@ @oicher authorities. : ee Me 
: Nonetheless, the Committee believes there were occasions on which 
AU was incumbent on Harvey to have disclosed the assassination opera- 
tion. As head of Task Force W, the branch of the CIA responsible 
Or covert operations in Cuba, Harvey reported directly to General 
ansdale and the Special Group (Augmented). The Special Group 


John McCone was Director of the CIA and at least knew about the pre-Bay of Pics 
let during the Warren Commission’s inquiry. McCone failed to disclose the nlot to the 
omission. Allen Dulles was on the Warren Commission. He did not inform the other 
Members about the Plots that had occurred during his term as DCT, : 
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(Augmented) had made it known that covert operations in Cuba should 
be first approved by it, both by explicit instruction and by its practice 
that particular operations be submitted in. “nauseating: detail”?:, Yet 
Harvey did not inform either General Lansdale or the Special Group 
(Augmented) of the assassination operation, either. when he. was ex- 
plicitly requested to report to McCone, General Taylor, and the 
Special Group on his activities in Miami in April 1962, or when. the 
subject: of assassination was raised in the August 1962 meeting and 
McCone voiced his disapproval. Harvey testified that a matter as 
sensitive as assassination would never raised in.a. gathering as 
large as the Special Group (Augmented). 2) csg. 2 ee, 

The Committee finds the reasons advanced for not having informed 
those responsible for formulating policy about the assassination op- 
eration inadequate, misleading, and inconsistent. Some officials viewed 
assassination as too important and sensitive to discuss with superiors, 
while others considered it not sufficiently important. Harvey testified 
that it was premature to tell McCone about the underworld operation 
in April 1962, because it was not sufficiently advanced; but too late 
to tell him about it in August 1962, since by that time Harvey had 
decided to terminate it. On other occasions, officials thought disclosure 
was someone else’s responsibility; Bissell said he thought it was u 
to Dulles, and Harvey believed it was up to Helms. nes 

The Committee concludes that the failure to clearly inform policy- 
makers of the assassination effort against Castro was grossly improper. 
The Committee believes that it should be incumbent on the DDP 
to report such a sensitive operation to his superior, the DCI, no matter 
how grave his doubts might-be about the possible outcome of the opera- 
tion. It follows that the DCI has the same duty to accurately inform 
his superiors. ..020.08 $28 phe es oe de Ete, She eR 

(%) Trajille: 080 oe eee Lees z sak 

‘In the Trujillo case there were several instances in which it appears 
that policymakers were not given sufficient information, or were not 
informed in a timely fashion. oti en ee ee . 

At a meeting on December 29, 1960, Bissell presented a plan to the 
Special Group for supporting Dominican exile groups and local dissi- 
dents, and stated that the plan would not bring down the regime with- 
out “some decisive stroke against Trujillo himself.” At a meeting on 
January 12,1961, the Special Group authorized the passage of “limited 
supplies of small arms and other materials” to Dominican dissidents 


Salas Tat, ats 5. 


under certain conditions. 3.00"... 5 a a 
_ At this time, the fact that the dissidents had been contemplating the 
assassination of Trujillo had been known in the State Department at 
least through the level of the Assistant Secretary of State for Inter- 
American aia and by senior officials of the CIA, including the 
DCL. Yet the internal State Department memorandum which was 
furnished to Undersecretary Livingston Merchant, and which was said 
to have been the basis for the Special Group’s agreeing to the limited 
supply of small arms and other material (i.e., explosive devices), did 
nob mention assassination. Instead, it spoke of “sabotage potential 
and stated that there “would be no thought of toppling the [govern- 
ment] by any such minor measure [as the supplying of small arms and 
explosives]? 0 ..-. +6 Bete tepeat, Oe are 
‘At a meeting of the Special Group on February 14, 1961, representa- 
tives of the CLA briefed the new members of the Group on outstanding 
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“fussing” with. assassination, and that assassination ‘was not a sound 
policy. (Bundy, 7/11/75, p. YO eee ae ge ele Ane a 
“Bundy said that:it was not unusual to assess the implications of a 
foreign leader’s death, and named Stalin and De Gaulle as examples. 
In the case of Castro, Bundy said he felt it was only prudent to at- 
_tempt to assess a post-Castro Cuba since Castro was such a “dominant 
_ figure.” (Bundy, 7/11/75, p. 145) SE Oe Re 
eo Gh es The Standing Group's Discussion of United States Policy Toward 
Sa ate oe eee Bi caieas ee esasget 
: ~The Standing Group’s documents indicate it continued to assume 
- the desirability of harassing Cuba, but recognized that there were 
few practical measures the United States could take to achieve Cas- 
tro’s overthrow. °.0:.. . eee. ph Se iat ts 0 oe 
_ In his April 21 memorandum on “Cuban Alternatives” Bundy 
identified three possible alternatives: (1) forcing “a non-Communis 
solution in Cuba by all necessary means,” (2) insisting on “major but 
limited ends,” or (3) moving “in the direction of a gradual develop- 
ment of some form of accommodation with Castro.” (Bundy Memo- 
randum, 4/21/63, p. 3) These alternatives were discussed at the Stand- 
ing Group meetings on April 23 and May 28, 1963... 
- . Sorensen participated in these meetings. He testified that the 
“widest possible range of alternatives” was discussed, but that. 
- “assascination was not _even.on the list.” (Sorensen, 7/21/75, p. 4) 
Joe He said that options such as forcing “a non-Communist solution in 
Cuba by all necessary means” - . eae ee at 
* * * could not have included or implied assassination. Instead, it expressly 
referred to the: development of pressures and gradual escalation of the con- 
frontation in Cuba to produce an overthrow of the. regime, including a willing- 
ness to use military force to invade Cuba. Such a course was obviously not 
- adopted by the President, and in any event expressed an-approach far different 
from assassination. (Sorensen affidavit, 9 /25/75)* fs, : é 
The record of the first Standing Group discussion of Bundy’s 
memorandum shows that a number of alternatives (none of which 
involved: assassination) were. considered but no _conclusions were 
reached. 2 7 EEE Tad TGP a ee oo 
a - The Standing Group again met on May 28, 1968. McGone argued 
-.... for steps to “increase economic hardship” in cuba, supplemented by 


sabotage to “create a situation in Cuba in which it would be possible 
to subvert military leaders to the point of their acting to overthrow 
Castro”. (Summary Record of NSC Sheer Group Meeting, 
- 6/28/63) McNamara said that sabotage would not be “conclu- 
sive” and suggested that “economic pressures which would upset 
- Castro” be studied. Robert Kennedy said “the U.S. must do something 
against Castro, even though we do not believe our actions would bring 
him down.”: (éd.) Bundy summarized by stating that the task was 
“to decide now what actions we would take against Castro, acknowl- 


cluded assassination or any other initiative. It re 
Implemented -six months earlier when long-range missiles and other offensive weapon 
were placed in Cuba.” (Sorensen affidavit, 7/25/75) etocees . 
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(4) Administration officials failed to rule out assassination as a. tool of 
foreign policy, to make clear to their subordinates that assassination iS 
was unpermissible or to inquire further after receiving indications i 
that assassination was being considered 


While we do not find that high Admini 
approved of the assassination attempts, we have noted that certain 
agency officials nevertheless perceived assassination to have been au- 
thorized. Although those officials were remiss in not seeking express 


authorization for their activities, their superiors were also at fault for 
SivINg vague instructions and for not explicitly ruling out assSassina- 
tion. No written order proh 


stration officials expressly foe 


(4) Trujillo 


Immediately following the assassination of Trujillo, there were a 
- number of high-level meetings about the Dominican Republic attended 
"by the policymakers of the Kennedy Administration. All relevant 
facts concerning CIA and State Department support of the Dominican 
dissidents wére fully:known. No directive was Issued by the President 
or the Special Group criticizing any aspect of United States involve- 
ment in the Dominican affair. Similar » there is no 
action having been taken prohibiting future Support or encouragement 
of groups or individuals known to i 


» there is no evidence that assassination was 
ever proposed as a method of carrying out the Presidential order to 
prevent Allende from assuming 


ollice. The Committee believes, how- 
et, that the granting of carte blanche authority to the CIA by the 


an impractical task to be accomp] 
hort time. Apart from the question of 
ile was justified under the circumstan 


mittee believes that the Executive in any event should have defined 
‘he limits of permissible action. ; eT yee 


inty in the evidence. However, it appears 
sed in discussions at the Special Group and 
» 48 reflected in minutes of relevant meetings, Jed Dulles to be- 


d. The minutes contain language 


concerning the need to “dispose of” Lumumba, an “extremely strong 
- feeling about the necessity for straightforward action,” and a refusal 
to rule out any activity that might contribute to “oetting rid of” 
Lumumba. EO Gus Ne rae ce pee 
(iv) Castro .: eo S age Cer a Pee abe ee Se ony 
- ‘The efforts to assassinate Fidel Castro took place in an atmosphere of 
extreme pressure by Eisenhower and Kennedy Administration officials 
‘to discredit and overthrow the Castro regime. Shortly after Castro's 
- ascendancy to power, Allen Dulles directed that “thorough considera- 
tion” be given to the “elimination” of Castro. Richard Helms recalled 
ahaha: helenae SS eye ee ae 
{ remember vividly [that the pressure] was ‘very intense. And therefore, when 
you go into the record, you find a lot of nutty schemes there and those nutty 
schemes were borne, of the intensity of the pressure, And we were quite 


frustrated. -. a ; ‘ 
Bissell recalled that: : :. nc BE ay de ee eae 

During that entire period, the Administration was extremely sensitive about 
the defeat that had been inflicted, as they felt, on the U.S. at the Bay of Pigs, 
and, were pursuing every possible means of getting rid of Castro.: :-. , 

Another CIA official stated that sometime in the Fall of 1961 
Bissell was. ste re ba idan lca es 

* * * chewed out in the Cabinet Room in the White House by both the President 
and the Attorney General for, as be put it, sitting on his ass and not doing any- 
thing about getting rid of Castro and the Castro Regime. 
General Lansdale informed the agencies cooperating in Operation 
MONGOOSE that “you’re in a combat situation where we have been 
given full command,” Secretar of Defense McNamara confirmed 
that “we were hysterical about Castro at, the time of the Bay of Pigs 
and thereafter.” -. --- na eRe ate Ge SHEE & 

Many of the plans that. were discussed and often approved contem- 
plated violent action against Cuba. The operation which resulted in the 
Bay of Pigs was a major paramilitary onslaught that had the approval 
of the highest government officials, including the two Presidents. 
Thereafter, Attorney General Kennedy vehemently exhorted the Spe- 
cial Group (Augmented) that “a solution to the Cuban problem today 
carried top priority * ** no time, money, effort—or manpower 1S 
to be spared.”? Subsequently, Operation MONGOOSE involved 
propaganda and sabotage operations aimed toward spurring a revolt 
of the Cuban people against Castro. Measures which were consid- 
ered by the top policymakers included incapacitating sugar worker 
during harvest season by the use of chemicals; blowing up bridges 
and production plants; sabotaging merchandise in third countries— 

~ even those allied with the United States—prior to its delivery to Cuba: 
and arming insurgents on the island. Programs undertaken at the wre 
ing of the Administration included intensive efforts to recruit and arm 
dissidents within Cuba, and raids on plants, mines, and harbors. Con- 
sideration and approval of these measures may understandably have 
led the CLA to conclude that violent actions were an acceptable meam 
of accomplishing important objectives... 


Bi tie Ad hse 


1{he Attorney General himself took a personal interest in the recruitment and develop 
ment of assets within Cuba, on occasion recommending Cubans to the CIA as posstbse 
recruits and meeting in Washington and Florida with tuban exiles active in the cove 
war against the Castro Government. 
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itself. There is no evidence that the Attorney General told the CIA 
that it must not engage in assassination plots in the future. 

At a meeting of the Special Group (Augmented) in August 1962, 
well after the assassination efforts were underway, Robert McNamara 
is said to have raised the question of whether the assassination of 
Cuban leaders should be explored, and General Lansdale Issued an - PRACTICES CURRE 
action memorandum assigning the CIA the task of preparing con- . OCCURRED WERE 
tingency plans for the assassination of Cuban leaders. While McCone : _FUSION, RASHNES 
testified that he had immediately made it clear that assassination ‘CLARITY AND sop} 
was not to be discussed or condoned, Harvey’s testimony and docu- Various iia 
ments which he wrote after the event indicate that Harvey may have ihe ae asinceee 
been confused over whether McCone had objected to the use of assas- be thace stom I 
sination, or whether he was only concerned that the subject not be ated tothe techs 
put in writing. In any event, McCone went no further. He issued no view the followin se 
general order banning consideration of assassination within the -(1). The expanz! 
Agency. ae ote ger he oe ; 
ag ‘One of the programs forwarded to General Lansdale by the De- 1] eee ns 
fense Department in the MONGOOSE program was entitled “Opera- | and hence responsil 
tion Bounty” and envisioned dropping leaflets in Cuba offering re- The ie of 
wards for the assassination of Government leaders. Although the plan bog | 
-was vetoed by Lansdale, it indicates that persons in agencies other than 
the CIA perceived that assassination might be permissible. (8): Tho thearye+ 

While the ambivalence of Administration officials does not excuse grams is sufficient 
the misleading conduct by Agency officials or justify their failure to the passage of weanc 
seek explicit permission, this attitude displayed an insufficient con-  aRE (4) Ths eee 
cern about assassination which may have contributed to the perception ‘by one DCT or one 
that assassination was.an acceptable tactic in accomplishing the Gov- f & without the necess; 
ernment’s general objectives. es officials. ee 

Moreover, with the exception of the tight. guidelines issued by the (5) The creation 
Special Group (Augmented) concerning Operation MONGOOSE, authorization by po 

. precise limitations were never imposed on the CTA requiring prior bilities. once Gece 
. permission for the details of other proposed covert. operations against : fe a 
Cube Brie, os PSE Be se nee ap anasto gs @) The danger inh 

No general policy banning assassination’ was promulgated until ag hae ee 
Helms’ intra-agency order in 1972. Considering the number of times 
the subject of assassination had ‘arisen, Administration officials were 
remiss in not explicitly forbidding such activity. 

The committee notes that many of the occasions on which CIA 
officials should have informed their superiors of the assassination 
efforts but failed to do so, or did so.in a misleading manner, were. also ship of actions as bi, 
occasions on which Administration. officials paradoxically may have 2 ©The Committee’s in 
reinforced the perception that assassination was permissible. Closures which precec 

For example, when Bissell spoke with Bundy about an Executive tates resorted to cl 
Action capability, Bissell failed to indicate that an actual assassina- exposed. We were pai 
tion operation was underway, but Bundy failed to rule out assassina- ks and consequence 
tion as a tactic. = «s— mo , Paths We find that the | 

In May 1962, the Attorney General was misleadingly told about = | reased when policyr 
the effort to assassinate Castro prior to the Bay of Pigs, but not about ‘evealed. Whatever c 
the operation that was then going on. The Attorney General, however. ausible denial—a | 
did not state that assassination was improper. 3. 0volvement from the 

‘When a senior administration official raised the question of whether sarc’ internal decision 
assassination should be explored at a Special Group meeting, the m‘iny theory which, a: 
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assassination operation should have been revealed. A firm written 
order against engaging in assassination should also have been issued 
by MeCons if, as he testified, he had exhibited strong aversion to 
assassination, — Sane a See O Vga eae a as ee : 
5. PRACTICES CURRENT AT THE TIME IN WHICH Tits ASSASSINATION PLOTS 
‘OCCURRED WERE REVEALED BY THE RECORD TO CREATE THE RISK OF CON- 
FUSION, RASHNESS AND IRRESPONSIBILITY IN THE | REAS WHERE 


ensitive matters to be pre- 
sented to the highest levels of Government with the least clarity. We 


view the following points as particularly dangerous:... ponte 
_ (1) The expansion of the doctrine of “plausible denial” beyond its 
intended purpose of hiding the involvement of the United States from 
other countries into an effort to shield higher officials from knowledge, 
- and hence responsibility, for certain operations... ° 7. is : 
-, (2) The use of circumlocution or euphemism to describe serious 
matters—such as assassination—when precise ‘Meanings ought to be 
made clear..:. 5 e+. eee ee vedere et 
(3) The theory that general approval of broad covert action pro- 
grams is sufficient to justify specific actions such as assassination or 
the passageof weapons... © foe reyes eur ose: Say yds 
_. (4) The theory that authority granted, or assumed to be granted; 
by one DCI or one Administration could be presumed to continue | 


without the necessity for reaflirming the authority with successor - 
Officials, |... - : iia 


age ety Se Ae eee od ee 4 Oh eae te 
(5) The creation of covert capabilities without careful review and 
authorization by policymakers, and the further risk that such capa- 
bilities, once created, might be used without specific authorization. — 


foerse Fa 


FOSS AEE SEA Pur WALT i creat gerbeieh fasrebe oy aepqe cn bc: - 
(a) The danger inherent in overentendi g. the doctrine of “plausib 
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The original concept of “plausible denial” envisioned implementing 
covert actions in a manner calculated to conceal American involvement 
, 1£ the actions were exposed. The doctrine was at times a delusion and 
at times a snare. It was naive for policymakers to assume that sponsor-:: 
ship of actions as big as the Bay of Pigs invasion could be concealed. 
The Committee’s investigation of assassination and the public dis- 
closures which preceded the in uiry demonstrate that when the United 
States resorted to cloak-and- agger tactics, its hand was ultimately 
exposed. We were particularly disturbed to find little evidence that the 
risks and consequences of disclosure ‘were considered. 

We find that the likelihood of reckless action is substantially in- 
creased when policymakers believe that their decisions will never be 
revealed. Whatever can be said in defense of the ori 
plausible denial—a purpose 


- ‘to enable them to deny knowledge if the truth comes ou 


. fartoo wide. -. 
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an abdication of responsibility, and a perversion of democratic govern- 
ment. The doctrine is the antithesis of accountability... 


os ore 


S _ | (8) The danger of using “Cincumlocution” and “Euphemism” 


According to Richard Bissell, the extension of “plausible denial” to 
internal decision-making required the use of. circumlocution. and 
euphemism in speaking with Presidents and other senior officials. 

- Explaining this concept only heightens its absurdity. On the one 


hand, it assumes that senior officials should be shielded from the truth 
t. On the other 


hand, the concept assumes that Senior officials must be told enough, by 


way of double talk, to grasp the subject. As a consequence, the theory 
jective and only increases the risk of mis- 


fails to accomplish its o \ k 
understanding. Subordinate officials should describe their proposals in 
clear, precise, and brutally frank language; superiors are entitled to, 
and should demand, no less. ea ae OE - Bo EE 
Euphemism may actually have been preferred—not because of 
“plausible denial”—but because the persons involved could not bring 
themselves to state in plain language what they intended to do. In some 
instances, moreover, subordinates may have assumed, rightly or 
wrongly, that the listening superiors did not want the issue square 
8 
h 


placed before them. “Acsassinate,” “murder” and “kill” are wor 


‘many people do. not want. to ine or hear. They describe acts whic 


should not even be proposed, let alone plotted. Failing to call dirty 


business by its rightful name may have increased the risk of dirty 
business being done. Pee er ee eee a 


ae (c) ‘The danger of 


Permitting specific acts to be taken on the basis of general ap- 
provals of broad strategies (e.g., keep Allende from assuming office, 
get rid of the Castro regime) blurs responsibility and accountability. 
Worse still, it increases the danger that subordinates may take steps 
which would have been disapproved if the policymakers had been 
informed. A further danger is that policymakers might intentionally 
use loose general instructions to evade responsibility for embarrassing 
activities, 90.00 2" Bree eee Raich C80, ee a et Te 

‘ In either event, we find that the gap between the general policy 
objectives and the specific actions undertaken to achieve them was 


generalized instructions - 


a 


__ It is important that policymakers review the manner in which their 
directives are implemented, particularly when the activities are sensl- 
tive, secret, and immune from publicscrutiny. .-, 


(d) The danger of “Floating Authorization” 


One justification advanced by Richard Helms and William Harvey 
for not informing J ohn McCone about the use of underworld figures 
to attempt to assassinate Fidel Castro was their assertion that the proj- 
ect had already been approved by McCione’s predecessor, Allen Dulles, 
and that further authorization was unnecessary, at least until the 
operation had reached a more advanced stage. =. 0 
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os act Vi RECOMMENDATIONS) 


- The Committee’s Iong investigation of assassination has brought 
a number of important issues into sharp focus. Above all stands the 
uestion of whether assassination is an acceptable tool of American 
foreion policy. Recommendations on other issues must await the com- | 
pletion of our continuing investigation and the final report, but the 
Committee needs no more information to be convinced that a flat ban 

against assassination should be written into law.2... | ° 

We condemn assassination and reject it as an instrument of Ameri- 
can policy. Surprisingly, however, there is presently no statute mak- - 
ing it a crime to assassinate a foreign official outside the United States. 
Hence, for the reasons set forth below, the Committee recommends the : 
prompt enactment of a statute making it a Federal crime to commit _ 
or attempt an assassination, or to conspire to do 80.08 ee ae ae 


a 1 


A. Genera,’ Acremment: Tuar roe Unrrep Srares Musr Nor 
Be.  Ee@sce In ASSASSINATION 

‘Our view that assassination has no place in America’s arsenal is 
shared by the Administration. Bt ce anh Oe Se en 

President Ford, in the same statement in which he asked: this 
Committee to deal with the assassination issue, stated : 


IT am opposed to political assassination. This administration has not and will 
not use such means as instruments of national policy. (Presidential Press Con- 
ference, 6/9/75, Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents, Vol. II, 
No. 24, p. 611.) =: : : Sah sigan eee vet 

The witnesses who testified before the Committee uniformly con- 
demned assassination. The denounced: it as immoral, described it as © 
impractical, and nemindad us that an open society, more than any 
other, is particularly vulnerable to the risk that its own leaders may 
~ be assassinated. As President Kennedy reportedly said : “We can’t get . 
— into that kind of thing, or we would all be targets.” (Goodwin, 
g 7/18/75, p.4)° nd ares, rere Ss ace 

The current Director of Central Intelligence and his two predeces- 
sors testified emphatically that assassination should be banned. Wil- 
liam Colbysaid:... ea ae ea 
* . With respect to assassination, my position is clear, I just think it is wrong. . 
‘And I have said so and made it very clear to my subordinates, (Colby, * * * 
5/21/75, p. 89)... ss ue Be Be Es an aah oe ios Sethe 

Richard Helms, who had been involved in an assassination plot: 
before he became DCI, said he had concluded assassination should be 
Tuled out for both moral and practical reasons: inte: 


_As a result of my experiences through the years, when I became Director I 
had made up my mind that this option * * * of killing foreign leaders, was 
ss fue that I did not want to happen on my watch. My reasons for this were 
- these: : 


«There are not only moral reasons but there ‘are also some other rather practi- 
cal reasons. 


ie 


7 


’ 
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it is almost impossible in a democracy to keep anything like that secret * * *, 
Somebody would go to a Congressman, his Senator, he might go to a newspaper 
man, whatever the case may be, but it just is not a practical alternative, it 
seems to me, in our society. a eee Boas 

Then there is another consideration * * * if you are going to try by this kind 
of means to remove a foreign leader, then who is going to take. his place running 
that country, and are you essentially better off as a matter. of practice when 
it is over than you were before? And I can give you I think a very solid example 
of this which happened in Vietnam when President Diem was eliminated from 
the scene. We then had a revolving door of prime ministers after that for quite 
some period of time, during which the Vietnamese Government at a time in its 
history when it should have been strong was nothing but a caretaker govern- 
ment * * *, In other words, that whole exercise turned out to the disadvantage 
of the United States. - : ve ; ; 

* * « there is no sense in my sitting here with all the experience I have had 
and not sharing with the Committee my feelings this day. It isn’t because I have 
lost my cool, or because I have lost my guts, it simply is because I don’t think 
it is a viable option in the United States of America these days. ; 

Chairman Cuurcu. Doesn’t it also follow, Mr. Helms—I agree with what you 
have said fully—but doesn’t it also follow on the practical side, apart from the 
morai side, that since these secrets are bound to come out, when they do, they 
do very grave political damage to the United States in the world at large? 
I don’t know to what extent the Russians involved themselves in political assas- 

 sinations, but under their system they at least have a better prospect of keeping 
. it concealed. Since we do like a free society and since these seerets are going to 
. come out in due course, the revelation will then do serious injury to the good 
name and reputation of the United States, o.uc : gt hn gy 
‘Would you agree with that?) 
Mr. Hevms. Yes, I would. = : 
Chairman Crurcu. And finally, if we. were to reserve to ourselves the preroga- 
tive to assassinate foreign leaders, we may invite reciprocal action from foreign 
governments who assume that if it’s our prerogative to do so, it is their preroga- 
tive as well, and that is another danger that we at least invite with this kind of 
action, wouldn't you agree? ; 
Mr. Hetms: Yes, sir. (Helms, 6/13/75, pp. 76-78) 


John McCone said he was opposed to assassinations because: 


I didn’t think it was proper from the standpoint of the U.S. Government and 
_ the Central Intelligence Agency. -(McCone, 6/6/75. D. 1B) 


B. CIA Direcrives BANNING ASSASSINATION : | 


Helms in 1972 and Colby in 1973 issued internal CIA orders ban- 
ning assassination. Helms’ ordersaid: ~~~ a 

It has recently again been alleged in the press that CIA engages in assassina- 
tion. As you are well aware, this is not the case, and Agency policy has long been 
elear on this issue. ‘To underline it, however, I direct that no such activity or 
operation be undertaken, assisted or suggested by any of our personnel * * *, 
(Memo, Helms to Deputy Directors, 3/6/72). 2 i-sr «, Ra OS 

In one of a series of orders arising out the CIA’s own review of 
prior “questionable activity,” Colby stated:. 9 5 2). 

CIA. will not engage in assassination nor induce, assist or suggest to others 
that assasination be employed. (Memo, Colby to Deputy Directors, 8/29/73) 


ots adie xan, C.,"Tae Nesp ror a Srarore . 

Commendable and welcome as they are, these OLA directives are not 
sufficient. Administrations change, CIA directors change, and some- 
day in the future what was tried in the past may once again become a 
temptation. Assassination plots did happen. It would be irresponsible 
not to do all that can be done to prevent their happening again. A law 


mae? 
‘Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R0001000 


ae 


is needed, Laws ex 
., might be tempted to ignor 
; who want to resist the temp 
1e Committee recomm 


States ( 1) to conspj i 
} spire, w 
Sinate a foreign official res 


States. (18 U.S.C. 1116-15 


sSinate, to 
States. The Committests on 
Subsection (a) of th : 
within the United States: ; 
outside the United States.’S, 
loophole which would other 
United States and conspire 
tively, would make it an off 
Official] outside the United St 
ubsections (2), (b). (<), 


sine gd aes 


‘Statute punishes conduct by 

private ci 
covers conspiracies! within t 
other person,” regardless of 
within the United States to a: 
_ Come within the jurisdiction 
. (d), which deg] with conduct 
Citizens, and to officers or em) 
of their citizenship. Criminal 
Pe who are not America: 
: foes of the United States j 


“Foreign official” is defined 
an offense may be committed | 
insurgent force, an unrecogni 
The Committeo’s investigation: 
ff Politics—has shown that offic 
targets for assassination.? Kj} 

to kill would be punishable und 


that such person must be an off 


“Ment “with which ¢ i 
fdel a ich the United 


24 
a he recommended statute is printed ir 


: é * e 
-nything like that secret : 
ee might go to a newspaper 
not a practical alternative, it 


«1 are going to try by this kind 
sofia fa take his place running 
as a matter of practice zee 
yu I think a very solid example 
ant Diem was eliminated from 
2 ministers after that for quite 
se Government at a time in its 
ething but a caret ker govern- 
gkurned out to the isadvantage 


| the experience I have had 
Se aay. It isn’t because I ae 
simply is because I don’t think 
E ‘ Ss. 
prea ee with what you 
s practical side, apart from the 
» come out, when they do, they 
States in the world at. large? 
ad themselves in political assas- 
ave a better prospett of coe 
since these secrets are going 2 
« do serious injury to the goo 


-eserve to ourselves; the preroga- 
= innent action from foreign 
hive to do so, it is their DrOrOee: 
‘at jeast invite with this kind o 
78) 
zssinations because: 
int of the U.S. Government-and 
5. p. 15) : 
ASSASSINATION 


di internal CIA. orders ban- 


3 that CIA engagesiin assassina- . 


‘ i been 

d Agency policy has long 
“direct that no such activity. oF 
by any of our personnel ime 


rt. the CIA’s own review of 


oe : 
. 


‘ i thers 
duce, assist or suggest to o 
5 Deputy Directors, 8/29/73) 


STaTtore 


these CIA directives are not 
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heir happening again. A law 


is needed. Laws express our nation’s values; they deter those who 
might be tempted to ignore those values and stiffen the will of those 
who want to resist the temptation. . 
The Committee recommends a statute1 
criminal offense for persons subject to the j 
States (1) to conspire, within or outside th 
sinate a foreign official ; (2) to attempt to as 
or (3) to assassinate a foreign official, 
Present law makes it a crime to kill 
official or foreign official guest while such a person is in the United 
States. (18 U.S.C. 1116-1117), However, tl 
it a crime to assassinate, to conspire to ass 


assassinate a foreign official while such officia} 
States. The Com 


in the law. 


which would make it a 
urisdiction of the United 
e United States, to assas- 
sassinate a foreign official, 


; toad. Subsections (c) and (d), respec- 
tively, would make it an offense to attempt to kill or to kill a foreign 
official outside the United States. 


Subsections (a), (b), (c), and (d) would apply expressly to any 
“officer or employee of the’ United States” to make clear that the 


by, United States Government personnel, as 
well as conduct by private citizens, In addition, 


covers conspiracies within the United States, 


come within the jurisdiction of 
(d), which deal with conduct ‘abroad, would apply to 
citizens, and to officers or employees of the U: 

of their citizenship. Criminal liabili 
ican citizens or who are not officers or em- 
iction of the United 


“Foreign official” is defined in subsection 
an offense may be committed even though the “official” 


attempting to kill, or conspirin, 
e statute only if it were politically 
would encompass acts against foreign 
actions, or statements, 
in section (e) (2) also provides 
reign government or move- 
United States is not at war pursuant to a 
gainst which the United States Armed Forces 
The recommended Statute is printed in Appendix A, 
?¥For example. Lumumba was not an official of the Congolese government at the time 
- of the plots against his life, and Trujillo, even though the dic 


tator of the Dominican 
Republie, held no official governmental position in the latter Period of hig regime. 
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have not been introduced into hostilities or situations pursuant to 
the provisions of the War Powers Resolution.” This definition makes 
it clear that, absent a declaration of war or the-introduction of United 
States Armed Forces pursuant to the War Powers Resolution, the 
killing of foreign officials on account of their. political. views would 
be a criminal offense. ©. -0 927° Se ei ee 

During the Commiittee’s hearings, some witnesses, while strongly 
condemning assassination, asked whether assassination should abso- 

_lutely be ruled out. in a time of truly unusual national emergency. 
Adolf Hitler was cited as an example. Of course, the cases which the 
Committee investigated were not of that character.: Indeed, in the 
Cuban missile crisis—the only situation of true national danger con- 
sidered in this report—assassination was not even considered and, if 
used, might well have ageravated the crisis. ae Ue aS es 

In a grave emergency, the President has a limited power to act, not 
in violation of the law, but in accord with his own. responsibilities 
under the Constitution to defend the Nation. As the Supreme Court 
has stated, the Constitution “is not a suicide pact.” (Kennedy v. Men- 
doza-M artinez, 872 U.S. 144, 160 (1963))\ 

- During an unprecedented emergency, Abraham Lincoln claimed 
unprecedented power based on the need to preserve the nation: 

%* * * my oath to preserve the Constitution to the best of my ability, imposed 
upon me the duty of preserving, by every indispensable means, that government-— 
that nation—of which that Constitution was the organic law. Was it possible to 
lose the nation, and yet preserve the Constitution? By general law, life and limb 

_ must be protected ; yet often a limb must be amputated to save a life; but a life 
is never wisely given to save a limb. I felt that measures, otherwise unconstitu- 
tional, might become lawful, by becoming indispensable to the preservation of 
the Constitution, through the preservation of the nation * * *, (The Complete 
Works of Abraham Lincoln, Vol. X, pp. 65-66.) (Nicolay and Hay, Eds..1894.) 

Whatever the extent of the President’s own constitutional powers, 
it is a fundamental principle of our constitutional system that those 
powers are checked and limited by Congress, including the impeach- 
ment power. As a necessary corollary, any action taken by a President 
pursuant to his limited inherent powers and in apparent conflict with 
the law must be disclosed to Congress. Only then can Congress judge 
whether the action truly represented, in Lincoln’s phrase, an “indis- 
pensable necessity” to the life of the Nation. : fee Te 
- Ag Lincoln explained in submitting his extraordinary actions to 
Congress for ratification : 2:5. - ie re es 

In full view of his great responsibility he has, so far, done what he has deemed 
‘his duty. You will now, according to your own judgment, perform yours. 

- (Abraham Lincoln, Message to Congress in Special Session, July 4, 1861.) 
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Our Nation needs a strong, secure, and effective intelligence com- 
munity. Our memory of Pearl Harbor and testimony taken in hear- 
ings with regard to that catastrophe as well as testimony taken during 
these hearings clearly establish the need for.a central intelligence 
agency to coordinate the intelligence gathered by our various agencies 
of Government. If the United States had had a coordinating intelli- 
gence agency in 1941, the disaster at Pearl Harbor ile in my 
opinion, have been averted. That we have now, and continue-to have, 
such an agency is essential if we are to avert any future threats to our 
national security. Our national security is, after all else, of paramount 
importance. | Ea a sal : 


i ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF SENATOR ROBERT MORGAN. 


we Cd cea 


verted by overzealous governmental action as well as antagonistic 
domestic or foreign agents. Our Nation cannot remain intact if we 


, Our government to abide by them. In the words of U.S. Supreme 
s Court Justice Louis Brandeis: | : Z 


be subjected to the same rules of conduct as the citizen. In a government of laws, 
existence of the government will be. imperiled if it fails to observe the law 
scrupulously. Our government is the potent, the omnipresent teacher. For good 
or for ill, it teaches the whole people by its example. If the government becomes 
a lawbreaker, it breeds contempt for the law; it invites every man to become 
a law unto himself; it invites anarchy. To declare in the administration of [a 
democracy such as ours] the end justifies the means * * * would bring terrible 
yy. retribution, Against that pernicious doctrine, [we] resolutely set [our] face. 


It is argued, and in many cases justifiably so, that in dealing with 
# our national security, and especially with hostile or adversary forces 
, abroad, extraordinary means are necessary. So long as the Soviets 
maintain KGB agents around the world, we must maintain an effective 
ntelligence gathering capability. However, this report deals with a 
particular activity of the government, which in the absence of armed 
conflict, would, if true, shock the conscience and morals of most Amer- 
cans. That this investigation was necessary was unfortunate, but it 
' % was made so by the broadly circulated and printed reports of alleged 
© assassination plots, some of which were given credence by public state- 
~ ments by various officials. It was my belief in the beginning, and still 
s, that 1t would be far better to ascertain the truth as far as possible, 
and clear the air, to the end that our intelligence agencies could get 
back to their assigned tasks. 
| [have weighed in my own mind for many days and nights how much 
of the information contained in this report should be made available to 
@zthe American public and thus to the world, including our potential 
@ 2edversaries. That the public has a right to know is incontrovertible, 
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We must recognize, however, that our national security can be sub- 
ourselves subvert our own ideals; consequently, it is as important for — 


Decency, security, and liberty alike demand that governmental officials shall 


b4in.& gps, 
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8 December 1976 


MEMORANDUM FOR: See Distribution 
SUBJECT : Briefing Format for a New DCI 


1. In order to organize ideas for the briefing of any new DCI, 
it would be helpful if each of you would prepare a list of those 
subjects on which a formal briefing would be desirable. Your submis- 
sion should include the subject, the briefer(s), and the length of time 
required. The subjects should be listed in the order of lessening 
priority and note should be taken of any related visits to installations 
controlled by the offices within your directorates. 


2. For your guidance, I have attached the summary material 
prepared for briefing Mr. Bush and it should be kept in mind that ~w 
any new DCI will probably read the Functional Summary Data which ie 
you served up late last month. i 


Executive Secretary 
Attachment - 


cc: . DDCI:wo/att 
SA/DCI wo/att 
Distribution: 
D/DCI/IC 
D/DCI/NI 
DDS&T 
DDI 
DDA 
DDO ae 
GC Lae ve Fae 
LC 
IG 
Comptroller 


Regraded Unclassified when 
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STAT 


STAT 


Date 


Monday 
22 Dec 


Tuesday 
23 Dec 


Ke” 
Rie? 


Wednesday 
24 Dec 


Time 


11:00-12:00 


- 3:00-6:00 


8:30-9:30 


9:45-10:45 
11:00-12:00 
b 2:00-3:00 


4:15-5:30 
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ee ’ SCHEDULE OF BRIEFINGS 
Sed oe oe 
_— 
Location Subject 
Rm 179, EOB Agency Intelligence Publications 
Rm 179, EOB Investigations of CIA by House and Senate 
giv 
“4 
wor us ier 
we ot] 
a a 
Residence Administrative Services Provided to 
the DCI; Other Personal Arrangements 
Residence Legal Authorities Relating to the DCT 
Residence Agency Congressional Relations 


To Be Confirmed Agency Relations with the Media; 
Agency Information Policy 


To Be Confirmed Background of Recent Agency Problems 


("Family Jewels"), and Remedial Directives 


Open for re-scheduling of above briefings, 
or for additional briefings you select. 


1 


ad i? & ove, 
128-3 CHER! P90-01089R000100090002-22~— 


1b Commend + Co whet 
a: accoubrolei Te — 


Briefer 

.Edward W. Proctor 

Deputy Director for 
Intelligence 


Sco ckenridge 
ag Review Staff 
Hank Knoche, Associate Deputy, 


see Community Staff 
: Review) Statt [a 
Perc ; 


Jonn F. Blake 
Deputy Director for 
Administration 


John S. Warner 
General Counsel 


George L. Cary, Jr. 
Legislative Counsel 


Angus M. Thuermer 
Assistant to the Director 


Donald F. Chamberlain 
Inspector General 
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ae Ba oct ine How 
Beginning Monday, 29 December, we will provide three. briefings on the general subject: "The DCI as Head of the 
Intelligence Community.'' Each briefing will take approximately two hours, 


Subject Briefer 

The Intelligence Community and the Role of the DCI; the United States Lt. Gen, Samuel V. Wilson 

Intelligence Board (USIB) and Its Committees Deputy to the DCI for the Intelligence 
Community ; 

Current Studies of the Possible Re-Organization of the Community Richard Lehman 


Director, Office of Strategic Research 
Directorate of Intelligence 


The National Intelligence Officers: Their Functions, Including George A. Carver, Jr. 
Their Role in the Production of National Intelligence Estimates Deputy to the DCI for National Intelligence 
Officers : 


=- =- «= 2 © 


After these three briefings have been completed, a series of six briefings, each taking approximately two hours and 
concerned with the general subject "The DCI as Head of the CIA," will be arranged: 


CIA Programs, Budget, and Manpower; CIA Relations with OMB John D. Iams, Comptroller 

Organization of the DCI's Office and Its Functions Benjamin C. Evans, Executive Secretary 
The Directorate of Intelligence, Organization and Functions Edward W. Proctor 

(Including Intelligence Support to the White House and the NSC) Deputy Director for Intelligence 

The Directorate of Science and Technology, Organization and Carl E. Duckett 

Function (Including Special Projects and the NRO) Deputy Director for Science and Technology 
The Directorate of Administration, Organization and Function John F. Blake 

(Including Special Proprietaries) Deputy Director for Administration 

The Directorate of Operations, Organization and Function William E. Nelson 

(Including WSAG and 40 Committee) Deputy Director for Operations 


Detailed briefings of subordinate elements of CIA, including visits to Agency installations as 
wéll as visits to other elements of the Intelligence Community, then will be arranged. 
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Recommended Briefing Schedule 


for Mr. Bush 


Date/Time SUBJECT BRIEFER 25X1 TIME REQUIRED 
2 Feb. Mon SALT: Monitoring and Compliance . Edward W. Proctor, Deputy 60 minutes 
10:00-12:00 - Director/Intelligence 
: ee CIS SAIZBX1 
. rupport Staff 
Technical Intelligence Studies in Support of Carl Duckett, Deputy Director/ 60 minutes 
SALT S&T, Ernest Zellmer, Digggtpr, 


Office of Weapons Intelligence 


5:00-5:30 
5:30-6:00 
6:30-7:00 Support for DCI's Substantive Briefings 
(Congress, NSC, WSAG) sentation and Publication, NIO 
abies ed The Defense Intelligence Agency Lt.Gen, Eugene F. Tighe, 60 minutes 
Ae oe un USAF, Acting Director, DIA 
A 
‘CIA R&D Program - DDS&T Dr. Sayre Stevens, Deputy 60 minutes 
ip rea fre : _ Director, DDS&T 
CIA Exploratory R&D Program - DDS&T Donald Haas, Director, Office 60 minutes 
25X14 jaan ae of Research and Development 
Lesley C, Dirks, Director, 60 minutes 
Office of Development and 
Engineering 
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25X1 


1% Feb./taes 
{o3o-lizo 


anh 
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SUBJECT . . BRIEFER an TIME REQUIRED 


USIB: Committee on Imagery Requirements [ Chairman 25X1 30 minutes 
and Exploitation (COMIREX) 


GIA Imagery Exploitation (DDS&T) (Visit to John Hicks, Director, NPIC 3 hours 
National Photographic Interpretation Center - ? ; 
NPIC 


USIB - Human Resources Committee (HRC) Lt, Gen, Sam Wilson, USA, 45 minutes 
, Acting Chairman, HRC/ 

Deputy to DCI for the 

Intelligence Community 


CIA Annual Personnel Plan (APP) and 


Personnel Development Program (PDP) - DDA . 25X1 30 minutes 
Equal Employment Opportunity - O/DCI Omego Ware, Director, EEO 30 minutes 
i Oe cg a 
Electronic Surveillance (pre-briefing) Lt.Gen, Sam Wilson 

(in preparation for Electronic Surveillance RAdm. Donald M. Showers, 

Panel, under Chairmanship of DCI to be Deputy Chief, Collection and 

held on 18 Feb.). Processing Assessment 25X14 


Division, IC Staff 


en 


USIB - Signals Intelligence (SIGINT) Comm. L sen Icisty—Chatemaa 24 30 minutes 
7 (USAF -Ret,), Chairman 20X1 


CIA SIGINT Program (DDS&T) James Hirsch, Director, 60 minutes 
Office of ELINT 


We 
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Date/Time SUBJECT : BRIEFER . TIME REQUIRED 


NIO, USSR25X1 45 minutes 
ss't NIO, UBS 

Chief, Sovig5x1 60 minutes 
loc Division (SE) 


The Soviet Union and Eastern Europe - NIO 


25X1 


The Middle East - NIO NIO/ME a6 j 45 minutes 
. USAF 


Bee ee 


USIB - Joint Atomic Energy Intelligence Dr. Seaborn A. Newton, 45 minutes 
Committee (JAEIC) - Note 19 Feb. Joint Chairman, JAEIC 

Committee on Atomic Energy Briefing 25X1 

by DCI 


a 


Covert Action - DDO 


Paramilitary Capabilities - DDO 
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Date/Time SUBJECT ; BRIEFER a ; TIME REQUIRED 


China - NIO James R. Lilley, NIO/CH 


East Asia Division 


Counterintelligence - DDO aaa Ce 25X1 60 minutes 
Counterintelligence Staff ; 


USIB - _ Weapon and Space ee Intelli- Richard E, Hineman, Chief, 45 minutes 
gence Committee (WDDIC) WDDIC 
Conventional Forces - NIO [jar = 2 | 45 minutes 
NIO/CF , 
; Ass't NIO/CI95x4 
Soviet Military Expenditures - DDI Deputy Diredt§X.1 45 minutes 
Von , Aes eo Office of Strategic Res. 
fo~il Soviets in Indian Ocean and Diego [F058 25X1 15 minutes 
Garcia - DDI PRETOR 25X11 
South and Southeast Asia; Africa - NIO NIO/ 45 minutes 
SSEAA; Ass't 
NIO/SSEAA : 
USIB - Economic Intelligence Committee Maurice Ernst, Chairman, EIC 45 minutes 
(EIC) (also Director, Office of 


Economic Research, DDI) 


Economics and Energy - NIO NIO/Ec cs; 45 minutes 
ss't NIO omit 


Economics 


Special Activities - NIO NIO/SA 45 minutes 
ss't NIO/SA 


L : 4: 
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CIA Retirement Program 30 minutes 


Office of Finance 
Office of Personnel 


USIB - Scientific and Technical Intelli- [echairma25X1 45 minutes 


gence Committee (STIC) STIC 

Foreign Technology Studies - DDS&T Karl H. Weber, Director, 60 minutes 
Office of Scientific Intelligence 

CIA /Net Technology Assessment Program Ernest Zellmer, Director, 60 minutes 


- Office of Weapons Intelligence 


Office of Finance - DDA 56 Salnuies 
_ (Monetary Function) 


We stern Europe - NIO IO/WE 25X11 45 minutes 
; , Ass't NIOSH 

Latin America - NIO NIO/LA 25X14 45 minutes 
Ass't NIQAKA 


Technical Support to Clandestine David S. Brandwein, Director, 60 minutes 
Operations - DDS&T Office of Technical Services 


Japan and the Pacific Area - NIO [NTIO/TB5X1 45 minutes 


nn 


5 
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OLC 76-3613 fla 
9 December 1976. 


MEMORANDUM FOR: Executive Secretary 


FROM: Legislative Counsel 

SUBJECT : Briefing for a New DCI 

REFERENCE : Exec. Sec. Memo dtd 8 Dec 76 
Subject: Briefing Format for 
a New DCI 


In response to your request, I would. recommend a one hour 
briefing on the subject of Agency congressional relations. 


This briefing would be conducted by me. 


George L. Cary 
Legislative Counsel 


Distribution: . 
Original - Addressee 
1 - OLC Subj 
1 - OLC Chrono 
OLC/GLC:ndl (9 Dec 76) 
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 


: | | | oLe#76- | 
23 December 1976 Loucw76-3 743 : 


-- Mr, Theodore Sorensen 


STAT 
New York City 
Dear Ted: © 
Enclosed is some unclassified reading 
which you might find useful. I will be in 
touch with you 3 January to work out a pro- 
posed schedule of briefings. 
. Sincerely, 
[vgn tte 2 
a f. { cA ao 
bt, See moot porns a 
George Bush “6 
; . ‘ 


Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 : 


STAT. a | TO MR, THEODORE SORENSEN 


Hearing Before the ‘Cornmittee on Armed Services, United States Senate, | 
on Nomination of George Bush to be Director of Central Intelligence - 15 
and 16 December 1975 

Weartag Befoee the Select Commatties on Intelligence, United States Senate, 
on Nomination of E. Henry Knoche to be Deputy Director of Central Intel- - 
HESnEe: ~ 23 June 1976 a 

Letter to Ghateraan of the House: Armed Services Committee dated 30 April 
1976 commenting on H.R. 12006, a ee which weonhe amend the National 
pecerity Act of 1947 

S. Ree, 400 


Federal Register: The President ~ United States Foreign Intelligence 
eee (Executive Order 11905) 


7, + The Organization of American Intelligence - 12 August 1976 
Guide to Central Intelligence Agency Statutes and Law 


Report to the President by the Commission on CIA Activities Within the 
United States - June 1975 


Two unclassified brochures on the Central Intelligence Agency 
National Basic Intelligence Factbook - gonuasy 1976 
Foreign and Mibtary Intelligence (Book I- VI) 


Biographies on DDCI, D/DCI/IC, and Deputy Directors 
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Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel : Page 2 
Monday - 3 January 1977 


6. (Confidential - GLC) LIAISON I called Bill Miller, Staff 
Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, and told him that 
I had talked to the Director regarding hearings we have scheduled for 
him before he leaves I mentioned 
to Miller that the Director had asked when Theodore Sorengen's 
nomination would be taken up and I had said I didn't think it would be 
until after 20 January when the new President sends the appointment 
to the Hill. J also said that I.had spoken with Tony Lapham, General 
Counsel, about financial holdings for Sorens senand assumed Miller would 
want the usual letter from the General Counsel regarding his holdings 
and possible conflicts of interest. Miller said yes and that Sorensen 
should be prepared with answers to the same questionnaire that Mr. Knoche 
filled out. Mr. Miller said he wanted to make sure that the material 

was reviewed by today or tomorrow. {[ told 
him I would make certain was on top of this. I said that 
noche and I would like to get together with Miller 

Pend that I would get back to him on a time for the meeting. 


7. (Confidential - GLC) LIAISON Received a call from 
Frank Sullivan, Staff Director, Senate Armed Services Committee, who 
wanted to alert us to the fact that Chairman John Stennis (D., Miss.) 
may call the Director to ask him to come down and privately talk to him 
about the estimate problem, He also asked for a copy of the transcript 
of Mr. Bush's appearance before ''Face the Nation!! on 2 January. . 
Sullivan later called to alert us to the possibility that the Committee 
will want to have a preliminary world wrapup briefing by the Director on 
Wednesday, 5 January 1977. After checking with the Director's office, 
I called Sullivan and told him that the Director had gone for the day but that 


his schedule looked as though there might be a possibility he could appear | 


but that I would want to check with the Director in the morning and be 


back in touch, Sullivanagreed, [7 s~—~—=é«d(G enter for Policy 


Support/DDI, has been advised. 


on 


Bue A, 
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Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel Page 6 
Tuesday - 4 January 1977 


19. (Unclassified - GLC) BRIEFING I called Frank Sullivan, 
Staff Director, Senate Armed Services Committee, and told him that 
the Director could do the world wrapup briefing tomorrow morning. 

I told him that our people were going to work around the clock and 
might be short on graphics but we would do our best and asked him 

if things were firm for tomorrow. He said he couldn't be sure at this 
point but we should plan on going tomorrow and he will be back in touch 
to confirm it. ‘ 

Sullivan later called back and said the briefing scheduled for 
tomorrow has been cancelled and asked if Thursday morning was 
alright. After checking with the Director's office, I told him that 
Mr. Bush was unable to meet with Chairman John Stennis (D., Miss.) 
on Thursday and suggested Monday, 10 January 1977. Sullivan said he 
thought the Chairman would be unable to do it but would check. I told 
Sullivan I would bring it up with the Director tomorrow, 

I also mentioned to Sullivan Mr. Sorensen's confirmation 
hearings and said I thought the agreement reached during Mr. Knoche's 
confirmation also applied to Mins O0R0GGR Sead Sullivan agreed that 
the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence would conduct the hearings, 


20, (Unclassified - GLC) LIAISON Called Bill Miller, Staff 
Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, and said IL was getting 
some flak through OGC from people in Monroe Leigh's, Department of 
State, office who want to get together with our committees on the Case 
Act reporting problem, I told Miller I had also talked to Jack Brady, 
Chief of Staff, House International Relations Committee, as well as 
the House Armed Services Committee people. Brady shares our 
concern about security handling of these things. They have different 
problems under House Rule XI. JI said ] had not talked to anybody in 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee about it. I asked Miller if he 
would have time or occasion to put a bee in Pat Holt's, Chief of Staff, 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, bonnet--then they have a chance 
to talk to Senator Clifford Case (R., N.J.}. Miller said it seems wisest 
to talk it out with Senator Case and he thinks Holt would prefer it that 
way. 


Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


: si teat 9 ) 
INTE toner sole ONEIDA 1 Gip’dppeo- 01089R0001 Ae 2-2 


Addendum to Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel Page 2 
Wednesday - 5 January 1977 


4, (Confidential - GLC) LIAISON I talked to Bill Miller, Staff 
Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, regarding the 
dinangiad holdings: statement for Mr, Me seh ensen and told him that I 
hadn't had avchance to. a epee tan yet. svinerareit that yesterday 
Mr. Sorensen met with Chairman Daniel Inouye (D., Hawaii) andhe was 
supposed to give the financial questionnaire to Mr. Sorensen, Miller 
mentioned that there may have to be some changes made in connection 
with Mr... Sorensen's .nelation with his law firm. 


25X1 


' We also discussed the proposed Memorandum. of Understanding 
with the Committee. Miller said they had a bit of a problem with one of 
the phrases concerning protection of sources and methods from unauthorized 
disclosure and suggested that it read: "information which has been 
classified under established security procedures including sources and 


methods.!! I told him that I would get back to him or have[ 25X4 


do so. 
25X1 
“Legislative Counsel 
cc: 
O/DCI Comptroller 
O/DDCI - NIO 
Ex. Sec. 


DDI DDA DDS&T 

Mr. Lapham 

Mr. Falkiewicz 

SA/DO/O 

Ic Staff PAM ATE AY 


a Waiackh 


« nee 
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a pannel at the CIA 


_. Much of this city and at least some of. 
the country has been puzzled by the des- 
ignation of President Kennedy's top do- 

.mestic aide; Theodore Sorensen, as 

_ Jimmy Carter’s Director of Central In- 


: _telligence. Doubt about the reasons for 


” the choice has created a vacuum for the 


circulation of vicious slanders. 
So the true story of how the nomina- 


- tion was made is worth telling. If noth- 
. ing else it will provide a fair basis for 


. measuring Mr. Sorensen’s worth. 


© Before recounting the story I must ac- 
. knowledge that T have known Sorensen 


‘for many years. 1 worked for him as a 
speechwriter in the 1960 campaign and 


“kept in touch thereafter. 


We discussed the CIA job, and I volun- 
teered the view. that he would be crazy 
to'leave a lucrative and interesting New 
York law practice for such a thankless 
task. He was certainly not in sharp disa- 

_greement with that appraisal. For—and 


_. this is the first canard that needs to be 


_ Bence job. 


-crushed—he did not seek the intelli- 
- The person who tapped, not to say fin- 
gered, Sorensen for that position was 


‘ “Prof, Richard Neustadt of Harvard, an 
’ aide to President Truman and adviser to 
- ‘Presidents Kennedy and Johnson. Neus- 
» -tadt has been helping the Carter people 
_ during the transition period by defining 
_-the qualities required for certain criti- 


cal posts, including that of the Director 
of Central Intelligence. 

~~, In describing the job, Neustadt started 
with the proposition that thie CIA was in 


"trouble. He felt it lacked the confidence 


Approwed Ror tal dhs aang) 
e Cuban 


-of the public, of the Congress and of the 
incoming administration. 

He further felt that it was absolutely 
essential that the agency be rebuilt. He 
assumed that the rebuilding should be 
supervised by a person in whom the 
President-elect .had complete confi- 
dence; who knew his way around both 
the executive branch and the Congress; 
who was sensitive to issues of civil liber- 
ty; who was familiar with the needs of 
the ultimate consumer of intelligence, 
the President himself; and who was 
bright and experienced enough to pene- 
trate any self-serving project the CIA 


 tnight try to put over. 
-' On those assumptions Neustadt then 


cast around for an appropriate person. 
“Sorensen came to mind. Neustadt felt 
‘that he had strong analytic powers. Also 
‘that he had unparalleled experience 


following the abortiv 


of 1961 and in working with the agency 
thereafter, especially during the Cuban 
missile crisis. Without even telling him, 


- Neustadt recommended him for the job. 


When Neustadt later checked with So- 
rensen, Sorensen said he would not take: 
the post. 

The Neustadt definition of the job, 
plus the recommendation of Sorensen, 
went to Carter's chief transition official, 
the Atlanta lawyer Jack Watson. Wat- 
son was deeply impressed and passed 
the job specification and recommenda- 
tion on to Carter with his own support. 
He also subsequently informed Soren- 
sen, who again said he would not take 
the job. : 

Carter, however, was totally persuad-" 
ed. He asked Sorensen, who had beeri. 
looking for another job, to take the in- 
telligence post. Sorensen accepted. - 

At that time, however, Sorensen indi- 
cated—and this should put an end to the 
canard that he is somehow out to do in 
the .agency—that he did not want to 
make any advance judgments as to the 
organization of the intelligence com- 
munity. In particular, he was not com- 
mitted, as Vice President-elect Walter 
Mondale apparently is, to stopping all 


covert activities. Nor does he have any 


advance commitment to the proposition 

that the Director of Central Intelligence, 
should withdraw himself from the CLA‘ 
and supervise all parts of the intellig- 

ence community. On those questions So- 

rensen wants to wait and see. 

No doubt the designation of Sorensen. 
is unorthodox. He is an avowedly politi- 
cal man, not the kind of antiseptic pooh- 
bah usually picked to build public con- 
fidence. Unlike most previous directors, 
his primary experience has not been in 
foreign policy—certainly not in fighting 
the cold war. Neither does he have vast 
administrative experience nor special 
knowledge of intelligence. 

But Sorensen undoubtedly has other 


" qualities. He is intelligent, experienced | 


and honest. He has been a “President’s 
man” and knows what a President 
needs. He does have the complete con- 
fidence of Jimmy Carter. 

So there is room for some debate 
about the Sorensen choice. His qualities 
can be balanced against his deficiencies. 
But nobody has to obscure the serious 


 jssue by inventing malicious stories 


about a post that has already been 
blackened and a man who has suffered 
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Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel 


Monday - 10 January 1977 


13. (Unclassified - BAA) 


DCL 


sack 


LIAISON Chris Cowart, Senate 


' Armed Services Committee staff, called and requested a biography 


- on Mr. Sorensen. I 


OODLE oy, 


ec: 


O/DCI 

O/DDCI 

Ex. Sec. 

DDI DDA DDS&T 
Mr. Lapham 

Mr. Falkiewicz . 
SA/DO/O 

IC Staff 
Comptroller 

NIO 


told her I would send her one. 


GEGRGE L, CARY 
Legislative Counsel 
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STAT 


United States - 
“of America | 


Yoh 123° 


i The’ reser ‘pre’ ‘tempore - (Mr 
“Wricut). Jaid before the House. - the | 
LE th 


G., Latch, D.D.,: offered: 
prayer: 


oie? Phe “hour - cometh ‘and now is hen = 
the true worshippers: shalt worshin the ~ 


“« Father in spirit and in truth.—John 4:23. 
~ < We thank Thee, our Father; for the’ 
. Tenewing. worship of yesterday ‘and for... 
the ‘coming of a new day in which we. 


- ‘pray that we may follow Thee more 


ie fully and serve our Nation. more faith-.. 
fully. Direct us, O Lord; in all our doings, © 


with “Thy most gracious favor and fur- 


ther us with Thy continual help, that in“ 
‘all-our.. works, begun,” continued,.’and ~ 
ended in Thee, we may glorify Thy holy - 
name and make Thy kinszdom mere ‘feal” 
in our time; through Jesus, Christ” our 
Hore Am 


The Soeiere. “pro “tempore. ‘The 
Chair has examived the: Jounal of: the ; 
last dey’s -procerdings. ancl: snnountes 
to the House his. approval thereor. 

Without oblention, the sours! stands ~ 
approved... pecan 

There was no ‘objection. . ive hitne 


_MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Sundry messages in writing from the 
President of the United States were com- 
municated to the House by Mr. Heiting, 
one of his secretaries. # 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Sparrow, one of its clerks, announced 


- Approved For Release 2005/1 1/28 : “CIA -RDP90-01089R00010009000 2: 


%, The Chncien the Reverend Edward. . 
e- following 


‘amendment concurrent. resolutions of the 


‘House of the following-titles: 


-B..Con. Res, 1..Concurrent :jecaations to. 
he | 


provide for the joint. session. ta oe 
President; and 0 =) 


provido. for a Committees. (on. Xnaugurat 
Lite bets 


KOR 2RY CHARGES: 


“mr. [MICR: Wa. ‘asked: and was’ given” 
“ae pérmisslon:. -to.. address . the-: House - for 
+ le minute. and. to! revise-and:” extend ee 


Of my distinquished. colleagues managed 
to stay awake after watching the Super 


‘Bowl, or “Super Bore.’ It they switched 
peers as I did, they. heard and saw." 


ensational charges: made.againat the 


“Kennedy administration by former U.5. 


Ambassador to. Chile, Edward Korry, on 


_CBS's “Sixty Minutes.” "4 : 
‘Korry charged that the late Robert ¥F. 


Kennedy, while Attorney General of the 


‘United States, “integrated” members of . 
‘an -American: group. of. multinational 


73M. MICHEL: ‘No. Speak or, Lhopes some. 


SGineiOn MONDAY, Tanne 10, are a =e " 


on esas of Korry’ S- charges.-; 


corporations into “the covert operations - 


‘of the United States.” Thus, said Korry, 


“BWennedy “legitimized the multinationals’ 


passing money to foreign. polticians, to 
‘bribing foreigners, .* *°*" "This: is. long 
before the Lockheed scandal.” 7*- 

‘Korry also charged that the: Kennedy 


- administration improperly used money 


from -the Agency for Inteinational De- 


-t 


velopment to stop the election of Salva- ° 


dor Allende and that the Vice-President- 
elect’. WALTER: Monpare: has-been “less 


than. -honest”> avout. aus: penowiedae of 
; events in Chile. - 


- Mir Sueaker, thesy are ec sepiedsohatees. 


- ings on the nominatiow of Theodore C: 


. Sorensen to be head of the Central Intel- 


ligence Agency, to tell what be knows, 


I-sincerely hope Mr. Korry gets his ” 


chance. His charges are most serious and 
deserve the. closest scrutiny, for: the 
reputation of a former President and 
Attorney General of the United States 
are at stake, 

One thing puzzles me, however: [ have 
yet to. hear any of my distinguished 
Dernneratic colleagues. discuss Korry's 
charges, Perhaps- they are still drowsy 
fr om the after-effects of the Super Howl. 


: - SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT 
HL Con. Res. 2%... Consurrent resoiatlon ‘to. 


alk 


“Mer eeecEe pro. "tempore ald 


aie Those P,- “ONen, JR. 


‘When they recover they will, I hope; join 
with me, in calling: for full open. in-| 


= 
Aerator 


(Mr. RONCALIO ‘asked. and was niven, 


_ permission to-address the House for 1. 
* minute and to revise end extend - hig 
” ares ; 


‘My "RONCALIO. : 4s et the tupliraite 
of our good friend i: the weil that such 
activity did-not take place ‘under: the: 
Eisenhower-administration,: ‘prior. to At 
torney:: General Kennedy?" ; 
“Mr. MICHEL. _T am. no sayi og tha at 


“Mr: RONCALIO. Yr just want to: make 
sure what the gentleman said,..:/ 
~ Mr... MICHEL,* This ought. not to be 
confined to the present; =. ~~ 

Mr. RONCALIO. We just wank: to mate 
sure what the -gentleman Said, Mr, 
Speaker og ' Mad 


ioe * ta os 
)MMUNICATION FROM THE ..: 


fore the House the follewing communica- 
tion frorn the Clerk of the House of ese 


Reee eS aoe oe 
WasnineToN: D. G. 
are Ui vanuary-7, tire 


The. Speaker; House of... "Represent ves 
. Waoshingion, Dic, - 
Dean Mr.. Srraxna; K- ‘have the: Shotior 

transmit ‘herewith ew sealed envelope from. 


the White House, received In the Clerk’s Of- 


. fica at 12:00 P.M. on Friday, January 7, 1977) - 


~ Korry will seek to testify at Senate hear-.. 


and said to contalhn a message froni the Pres-* 


-ident wherein he transmits the sixth special 


message uncer the Tmipe patent ORnteh 
Act of 1974 for fiscal your -1977.- : } . 
With kind regards, FT am,.-. 
vt Sincerely. _ 


D Epniunn L. Hensuaw, Jr: : 
Clerix, Howse of Representat 


REPORT OF FOUR ROUTINE DEFER-— 
RALS UNDER CMPOUNDMENT CON- 
TROL ACT OF 1974—MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE: 
UNITED STATES «3. ee nO 
95-32) ~ 
The SPEAKER pro tenpors laid” before 


the House the following message from the 
Presiden & of the Giares States; which 
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Addendum to Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel Page 
Monday = 10 January 1977 


7. (Confidential - DFM) LIAISON Talked to Bill Miller, Staff DirectStAT 


Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, several times during the day. I told 
Miller the Agency would now prefer to testify 

nd Miller said that would be fine and we agreed to a 10:00 a.m. 
start. He estimated the Committee's session with Agency spokesmen would 
last no more than two hours. I told him the Agency's witnesses would be the 
Director, Ted Shackley, A/DDO, and Tony Lapham, Generali Counsel. I 
‘asked if he anticipated the Committee would call any other Agency witnesses 
and he replied he didn't think so, but there was a chance the Committee would 
I suggested that if this was the 
d Miller said that would be fine. 


from spokesmen from Department o! e Interior, Hepariment of State 
and perhaps from the National 

Security Council, Miller said he would forward me a witness list when it was 

final, 

In connection with the CBS '60 Minutes" segment with former Chilean 
Ambassador Edward M. Korry, I mentioned to Miller that it was stated on the 
program that the Select Committee was reconsidering its decision not to 
release his testimony, Miller said this wasn't really accurate; that in fact, 

a number of Korry's statements were not accurate, Miller said the testimony 
had not been released because of objections fram CIA and State Department 
_which the Committee would continue to honor. However, Miller said the 
Committee had: not completely dismissed the option of trying to release 
non-sensitive portions of the testimony. I asked Miller if he would be in 
touch with us before any such moves were made and he assured me that the 
Committee would be. 
Regarding other Committee hearings, Miller said he would try to 
schedule a covert action hearing for sometime next.week. He will let me know 
the date. 


+ 


AT 


Regarding Mr. Sorensen's ¢onfirmation hearings, Miller said he had not 
received a firm reques mrtne Carter transition people to commence Select 


Committee action before President-elect Carter's inauguration. Miller said he 
would have to calla Mr. Coffey, on the transition staff, again on that matter, 


I told Miller that the Director had agreed to meet with him on 13 January 


at 4:00 to discuss his reflections on his year at ClA and views for the future. 
Miller was most appreciative of the opportunity to meet with Mr. Bush. 
Finally, Miller asked for full reports on the 9 January 1977 Washington 
Post article alleging that CIA had provided swine virus to anti-Castro Cubans, 
which head been snmieyled into Cuba, and for a repori on the 31 December 1976 
Jack Anderson column about Agency activities vis-a-vis the Alaskan pipeline. 
Ltold Miller a preliminary inguiry into the swine virus allegation indicated the 


charges were baseless, but that a full search was underway and we would have a 


compApproved Far Release.2006/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 
ANTERRAT 


forme 


i. sINTERNAES tend Beta be 


“sit 


25X1 


»1 APprovedFor Release ZOOL ze tm sccspcuacal ales 


ke. 
ae 


Journal - Office of Legislative Counsel Page 2. 
Tuesday - Jl January 1977 


5. (Secret - THW) BRIEFING Fran Williams, in the office 
of Senator Lawton Chiles (D., Fla. ), called to cancel our appointment 
set up to brief the Senator [ees an oe ed The briefing 25X1 
was rescheduled for Monday, January 17 at 3:00 p.m. 


6. (Secret - THW) BRIEFING Iaccompanied[__ Josr, . 25X1 


to a briefing of Senator Dewey F. Bartlett (R., Okla. ), on the military 


situation in Europe. Also present at the bricfing was Fred Ruth, on the 

staff of Senator Bartlett. After the briefing had been going for 30 minutes 
Senator Bartlett invited Don Cotter and Don Sanders, Office of the Secretary 

of Defense, into the briefing. Apparently, they had heen scheduled to bricf 

the Senator after our briefing but because our briefing started a little late 

the Senator decided to get the opinions of both [jana Mr. Cotter in 25X1 
the same session. This procedure apparently upset Mr. Cotter but on © 

balance the briefing went fairly well. 


?. (Unclassified - DFM) LIAISON In the absence of Bill Miller, Staff 
Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, talked with Audrey Hatry, 
Select Committee staff, about the Committee's plans alain 
confirmatio sarings and she told me that Anne Karalekas, also of the Committee 
staff, would be handling the details for the Committee. I subsequently talked 


to Ms. Karalekas and she agreed to meet on 12 January 1977 to discuss 
Committee plans, 


8, (Unclassified - PLC) a ee Ee DELIVERIES Delivered 
to Audrey Here yy: Senate seller Ca bree On Fureliipence staff, notes that 


“25XK1, 


a classified letter dated 8 January prepared by IC Staff to 
Senator William D, Hathaway (D., Maine) concerning the thrust and scope 
of NFIP; a paper outlining Headquarters offices and functions for Mike 
Epstein, of the Committee staff; and a Memorandum of Understanding and 


a Nondisclosure Agreement ae of the Select Committee staff25 x1 
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5. (Confidential - GLC) LIAISON Mike Madigan, Minority 
Counsel, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, called and said as 
part of the preparation for the Sorensen confirmation hearings, some 
people from the Committee will be going up to the Kennedy Library to 
review documents and there may be some bureaucratic clearance 
problems apparently with regard to some of the National Security 
papers and he would like.something saying they met the Agency's 
requirements for security clearance. I told Madigan I would check on this 
but I thought that on the basis of present arrangements, if asked we would 
state that the staffers were cleared by the Committee but the investigations 
met the requirements of DCID 1/14. I emphasized, however, that the 
Agency would not want to become "the ham in the sandwich" in this 
exercise. 


6. (Confidential - GLC) BRIEFINGS Frank Sullivan, Staff 
Director, Senate Armed Services Committee, called and I told him we 
had gotten word from the Director that the White House had approved our 
briefing the Committee on NIE 1-3-8 and the B Team report, 

I also discussed with Sullivan the possibility of the Director 
giving the Committee a worldwide wrap-up briefing on Thursday, 

13 January from 1:30 to 3:30 p.m. and said this was the only time the 
Director was available, Sullivan said he would check on this and be back 
in touch, 

Laie in the day, Sullivan called and said Chairman John Stennis 
(D., Miss.) would like to schedule an executive session hearing on 
NIE 11-3-8 and the B Team report for tomorrow morning at 10;00 a.m, 
After checking, I told Sullivan the briefers would be Richard Lehman, 
NIO, and Howard Stoertz, NIO/SP. . 


we Bae y 


» Mek 
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l, (Secret - GLC) LIAISON I called Ralph Preston, House 
Appropriations Defense Subcommittee staff, to give him a general review 
of the Director's mecting of yesterday morning with Chairman George 
Mahon (D., Texas).. (See Memorandum for the Record, } 


2. (Unclassified - GLC) LIAISON Henry Guigni, Administrative 
Assistant to Senator Daniel Inouye (D., Hawaii), called saying that the 
Senator wanted to talk to Mr. Sorensen, After checking with 25X1 
of the DDCI's staff, I called Guigni and told him Mr. Sorensen 
ad received word to call the Senator ironmediately. “s 


3. (Unclassified - GLC) LIAISON HEARING Bill Miller, 
Staff Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, called and said 
the Committee would begin the confirmation hearings of Mr. Sorensen 
on Monday, 17 January at 10:00 a.m. in the Caucus Room. Miller said 
they would need all of the documentation pertinent to the hearings as 
soon as possible, He said they would also like a financial statement on 
; “ . : ae ! ; 
Mr. Sorensen's campaign for Congress and a li 5X4 
ST Ire airman 
Daniel Inouye (D., Hawaii) had given to Mr. Sorensen at their meeting was 
not the one they wanted him to have and it was agreed that someone from 
our office would stop by today and pick up the modified one, 


4. (Unclassified - GLC) LIAISON Ed Schallert, in the office 
of Representative Les Aspin (D., Wis. ), called and requested a copy of 
"A Dollar Cost Comparison of Soviet and U.S. Defense Activities, 1966- 
1976."! I told him I felt sure that the Congressman would be getting a 
copy from the House Armed Services Committee, but I would check and 
be back in touch, 

After checking with Bill Hogan, Counsel, House Armed Services - 
Committee, I called Schallert and said a copy had been delivered to their 
office, Schallert thanked me for the call and said they had just received it, 


PR 
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8. (Confidential - GLC) HEARINGS Called Bill Miller, Staff 
Director, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, and told him that 
Miwwaetepsaauwwvould be in the building this evening to work on his 
“prepared statement for the confirmation hearing on Monday and that 
we would get it to him by Thursday. LI also told him that we had been 
in touch with of Mr. Sorensen's staff, who is working 
on Mr. Sorensen's finaneial hol mes, an “are How running it 
thftceh te nena but Mr.-Sorensen said he wants to look everything 
over before it goes to the Committee, 1 asked Miller about the information 
they wanted on Mr. Sorensen's association with foreign clients and 
whether this oe clients or the whole law firm, 
Miller suspected that both would be requested but that it would be kept 
confidential. 

Miller said since the confirmation hearings would be held on 

Monday, 17 January, they were reschedulin earings for 25X1 
25X1 [fen he understood that the Director would not be there and 
wanted to know if Mr. Knoche would be there. I said he would, 
{ also told Miller that the Director had gotten the necessary 
approval to brief the Committee and staff on NIE ll-3-8 and the B Team 
report and mentioned that we were also dealing with the Senate Armed 


Services Committee on this subject. I told Miller I would get back to 
him. 


25X1 


9. (Unclassified - LLM) LIAISON Called[ ___ | ta, _25X1 
explaining we were fearful of some erosion and hoped that we would all 
stick to the policy that unless staffers are on the committee payroll they 
shouldn't have access to compartmented information, He agreed whole- 
heartedly and mentioned the only place we might run into some difficulty 
is with the Senate Armed Services Committee where five personal staff 
members have been clearéd by DOD, 


10. (Unclassified - LLM) LIAISON Larry Callahan, Department 
of Justice, called concerning the lack of votes for the House Select 
Committee on Assassinations to get the two-thirds approval under 
suspension of the rule. Justice still does not have the Committee's 
Memorandum of Understanding on clearances and the Committee is not 
getting access to classified information. 

He also mentioned a request from the Senate Select Comunittee on 
intelligence fora copy of Mr. Sorensen's testimony in the Ellsberg case, 
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aan cautious, .& 
mission has gone ¢ 
protect. the interevis of the osinhl we Tie 
works which, of course, are highly profit- 
able and not in need of protection trom. 
the Federal Government. °- 

- Recent revelations bave. even Ceaieed 
doubts about the effectiveness of the reg- 
. ulatory:system for the banking industry. 
Today, the Federal Reserve Boor, the 
« .. Federal Homé Low. Bank Board, the 

-. = Comptroller of the Currency, the Federal: 
-Deposit Insurance Corporation, ‘and the 

National Credit Union Administration 
“simultaneously look after the regulation 

~~ “of our Nation’s banking system. The re- 
sult of having all of these agencies is 

what Arthur Burns has called “a juris- 


s cone tangle that boggles the mind.”~ 


1e effect is that financial institutions 
are required to report to a multitude of 
agencies, yet important problems some-: 
how manage to fall between the cracks: 
With the recent failure of the Franklin’ 
. National Bank and with the disclosures 
that even the First National City Bank 
. and the Chase Manhattan Bank are hav- 
‘ing difficulties, -we must attempt to 
_ streamline the: ‘reguistory agencies to. 


early so thet: setwitens can be found. . 


Througl:. + 


rélative ovscurity. Only recently have the - 
American people become: aware of: the ~ 
stantial irapediment to our free enter- 
“me system: which. these agencies bave 
- Caused, Indez3, 
- mumber of pc: 
“mand that the noose. be. tighter fur- 
ther, with additional restricbions.and cone 
trols. Thus, I believe itis now time for 
“the Congress.to review. in depth the 
: functions ‘ef the regulatory agencies so - 
that all of our peaple are aware of the - 
tremendous fmpact that these agencies” 
~ have on the personal Hves-of our citizens.” 
is task will be difficult, but I feel it is 
‘ ‘of the utmost importance if we are to. 
maintain the free enterprise system and. 
le enormous productive power of the. 


. we still have a substantial 


Ss 


eagues to act ee ey to pass this ~ 
legislation 


10N. CHARLES FH. WIL 

2 OF CAL ORNIA |. ; 
“IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES : 
ae Tuesday, January 11, F977 


Mr. CHARLES H. WILSON of Califor- 
nia, Mr. Speaker, the City of Lawndale, 
. Calif., has named Mrs. Christine Gardi- 
nier, a truly outstanding lady, as Woman 
. of the Year for 1976. It is appropriate 
that this friendly person, who gives so 
unselfishly of herself, her time, and -her 

talent whenever the need arises, be rec- 
ognized and henored in the records and 
annals of the U.S. Congress, 

Marvied to Robert Gardinier for 24% a 
years, they have worked side by sice | 
business in Lawndale and have reared| 
three fine sons, David, Paul, and Steven, 
To some this would seem a sufficient 
accomplishment, but Mrs. Gardinier has 


SON | 


.. ce 
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insure that yroliem areas. are identified .- 


of their histary,, Fed~ te 
eral regulatory agexeies. have labored in 


aple and spokesmen who de« 2 


erican economy. I would urge my col=_ 


"CONGRESSIONAL RE CORD rE tensions of Remarks - 
-04089R0001 on9aeaid, serves as qualifications 


£ he. Com- ~through iene mony achivities and.t 


FEORLOTS, 
Debilitating Cisease fund. drives Reve 


-abways received her eager and enthu- 
’ siastic help. For over 6 years she was area ° 
_coordinator for 


the Cancer Fund, 
‘receiving an award for outstanding serv- 
ices. She has given effort to the Multiple 
Dystrophy drive, the March of Fimes,- 
American Red Cross. the Mobile Chest 
X-ray progrem, and: the Meart urd, 
whith carned her the itle of Queen af 
Heart Drives.. soe : : 
Mrs. Gardinier coordinated the City 
Halt Dedication Committee, worked tire- 
lessly for the Youth Day Parade, partic- 
ipated in the Lawndale Memorial Wall 
dedication, was a member of the Bicen-- 
tennial committee for the city and 
chaired the Prayer Breakfast.’ For 3 
years, she participated in the Lawndale 
Christmas Pageant and served’ on the 
Women’s Committee of the Chamber of 
‘Commerce. She sewed the queen’s‘robe . 
for the local beauty msgeant, was co 


‘chairman of the Angel “ree, helps witli 


Christmas baskets for ever 500 necdy 
people each year; -and for 2 years hosted 
a Japanese exchanges student, as well as 2 
teacher from: England on 2 BrOUL s ibudky 
exchange program. = pica ess 
» Shristine Gardinier “has heen - ex- 
reeroely active with: PA, the Fine: 
Aris Association, the. Rotary . Anus, 
«Lawndale Women’s Club, and the Mon . 
day Eves—the junior membership of the 
“Women’s Club. She is a charter mewhber | 
of the South Bay 25” Chib and a charter 
member of the Soroptimist Club and 
‘through these on anizatious, she bas be- 
come a gulditcs Hi 
help their . fellow . citizens willinety, 
always with cheerfulness and Mpaelash 
devotion toothers: . __. deeune 2 
“Many have attested to how ecole: she 
“is loved. by: all: residents of the com- 
munity. And so Tad singularly proud. te 
bring her. many accomplishments to the . 
-attention of the Nation on. this day ag 


4 


“We ixiuse in-our business to. recognize 


‘Christine Gardinier as Woman of the 
Year in Lawndale for 1976--an accolade. - 
she most Huly.¢ Gecerves. ie 


SHOULD & CONSCIENTIOUS fad EC- 
“TOR, BE TELS ee CIA CHIEF : 


HON. JOHN M. ‘ASHBROOK - 
ot ~ oF OHTG:’ Shite 

“IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES , 
_ Luesday, January 11,4977 


"Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, Hu- 
man Everts has done a service in bring- 


ing back to light that f Gth Cue, Was ; 
Sen, Carter's choice for Cid chiet, was 


a conscientious objector he Ko- 
rean war. I seriously wonder how this. 
country will be served by having a con- 
sciertious objector headtay the Central 
intel ence Agency, 00 

@ Words of Guman Events, 


Cee has selected as chief of the CrA— 
the agency upon which the President must 
depend for making crucial forelen policy and 
defense decisions—a consclentious objector, 
an early booster of George McGovern and a 
backer of “massive” defense cuts. 


. any direct ILS. participation in eG 


ght, inspiring others in - 


| EL prossitnic: ‘work for. 


— During the Cuban missile erists, 2s. Raves. 


-getic about JFK's x 


’ Clear stperfuvity can. be traced to the deli 


DCL. Ce nak kre 


“Fahuary LA, L977 


for Director of the CIA. 

SERS Bom ‘tide the text cf the - 
article frou Eitan Events of January &, 
1977. I commend it to the attention. of. 
“my colleagues: 

SHOULD A Conscrentious Onion: THE 
New CLA, Cuier? 


' What Jimmy Carter was thinking about 
when he selected aneodore. Sorensen to head 
up ‘the¢ nival mu elligence Agency” Ts any~ 
‘body's gu By Ii the tatenice soc 
community are " eptenilotets flabbergasted by 
the cholce. The appointment “seems abso- 
lutely appalling,” says one Hpoyriedgenhic 
national security source. - 

Carter has selected as: chlef of the CTA 
the agency upon which the President must 
depend for making crucial foreign policy and 
defense decisionus—a conseclentious objector, 
an early booster of George McGovern and « 
hacker of “massive” defense cuts, As John 
F, Kennedy's “ghost” and key aide, Soren~ : 
sen was part of an Administration that. . 
-helped bring us two of Americas. greatest 
foreign policy setbacks: the Bay of Pigs and 
~the no-win war in Vietnam. . : 

‘His advice during the Kennedy °3 
almost: invarlably soft and disastrc 
-he contends in his book, Kennedy, for in- 
stance, that he had only a hint «ef the Bay 
cf Pigs operation before it was executed, he 
‘vigorously defended JPR’s decislou.-ta. } ‘ 


» invasion, even while acknowledginc Wat. is 
_ decision permitted “the disaster that oc 
curred.” But Sorense us argued: that it heiped 
prevent “@ fae preatcs” Aisaster, intervention _ 
of a nature “contrary to our traditions and 
-to our international obligations.!* - .- 

If we had eliminated Castro with “aivect 
TS. inter? atari eet sald, the results 

“would have been ar more costly. to the cause 
of freedom. throughout the: hemisphere than 
even Castro's continued presences” (Mf fhe 
TLS. Navy and: Air Foree had been. “openly 
committed,’ he viewed with alarm al ane 
other point, “no defeat would have.) con per- 
mitted. . .." Ix other words,atbe worst of 
oremsen Was Dot de- 
BES viStory.) 


Teast, Dist «) “comity 


Biss 


Halberttar. Giscleses. iu 9he Best and 
Brightest, Sorensen took a 
position. that was. 
‘Kennedy himself, 
While he went along with: ‘the Vietnam 
War initially, he opposed any effort ta rea dy 
take the war to the enemy and sandoned - 
the cause after Kennedy's assagsination: In- 
deed, he is extremely defensive and -apolo- 
ole In expanding the war, ...” 
invariably suggesting that the “Pentagon” or — 


te 
“potentially soft’ 
actually covered up My. 


Eisenhower somehow forced’ Kennedy to Lake 


questionable course of acilon. 
Sorenger is ctnciled with coining: 
a War’ rhetoric, but the bh nedy _ 
Administration, aa James, Reston liked to 
point ck, frequently “spoke Uke Churchdls 


"and acted. like Chambertsin,” Nowhere was 


“this more ta" 
- mont, The 


‘than in the fleld of disarms- 
@ual decline of American ia- 


ate, unilateral disarmament policies pur Be 
by the Kennedy Administration, . 

Indeed, Defense Secretary Robert S, Mc- 
Namara disclesed in a famous: interview in 
the Dec. 1, 1962, Saturday Evening Post that 
it was tite Administration's hope.--to avoid 
nuclear war, he said-—that the Soviets would 
develop an. fnvulnersabte. strategic offense, 
“the sooner, the better.” With such. & defense 
“posture, he "suggested, the Soviets would fect 
more secure and less likely to jump the zun 
in times of rising East-West tension. 


Soreneelis oye role in pushing this policy 
was disclosed in a March 30, 196%, dispatch 


filed by Thomas Ross of the Chicago Sun- 
Times. \ 


Following his stint with JF, Serene 
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emingea 1 ei fii ni 


lJeftish platform, He was now totally opposed 
ac) erican inrclyamen) Im. Vietiiun, sald 
he was incHned to back somecnes like George 
MeGovern’ for President in 1072.and issued 
cor position paper calling for “massive cuts in © 
°. defense spending.” He also assalled one of his 

_ primary « opponents, Richard Ottinger, for be- 
ing a “big stockholder: in major defense 
~?. gontractors.”>.. 5 
=“ A week after he’ secret the backing, of the 
Democratic State- Committee for the nomi- 
nation, Sorensen launched his. canypaign - by 
cow to meet. wi Soviet big 


anor Ge. : 
a What causes acute fear ‘and. trembling ~ 
~ within the intelligence community is: that 
: Sorensen appears totally unqualified for the 
-.. job, lacking managerial experience, a deep 

’ knowledge of the intelligence field and the 

proper. temperament (because of his pacifist 
Pie real whecoae. ogee 

In a. critical editorial,’ the” Washington 
«Post: sarcastically suggested that mn’: 
most noted attribute for the job was his 


<+ “soaring rhetoric‘contributed to the speeches. .. 


~ of assorted.political figures.” He doesn’t have 
'. {much administrative experience-~-and if the 
CIA -has demonstrated a need for any parti- 
CUlar ' talent,-itJs:a need for tight, sound 
. Management, As & lawyer, be las been the 
a legal. agent of several African poverrunents; . 
‘4% Ig 

him 
espionage: agents, “5; wets 4 
en, mioreaver, is hardly, iy & position .- 

to 


L. that 


so ardently desired: by somes To much" 
ing: been‘ so: closely identified with the Ken- 
nedy - ‘Administration, whose covert activities 
against foreign nations have beer: bee aaled 
assailed In certain: Mberal quarters, 7... 
:-To.'the right; Sorensen is recalled as: ‘the 
nme who cynically ghosted Teddy Kennedy’s 
‘post-Chappaquiddick. TV script—-full of dis< 
honest and misleading statements—-alibling 
‘for Teddy's decision to let Mary Jo Kepechne 
stay at the bottom. of a pond-for nine hours 
before Informing the proper authorities. 
-But:it.is Sorensen’s pacifist background . 
that may. be: the most disturbing of all..In 
the Sept. 23, .1961, Chicage Tribune, . Welter 


‘chief, disclosed that Sorensen’s Nebraska 
‘ draft: board records revealed that on Dec. 31," 
948, “he was classified L-AO, a conacientious~ 
=". “objector available for nonctombatant military - 

-\ "service only.” On: Aug. 18, 1950, after the out- 
break of the Korean War, Sorensen was “re-- 
classified as III-A, extreme hardship defer- 
“ment, or. registrant with a child. or children.. 
‘ov. 20, 1950, his status was reviewed by 


"On Jan. 8, 1952, he was. reclassified LAO, . 
#@ conscientious objector... 
If Sorensen had repudiated his pacifist in-* 


clinations in any vigorous manner, it has not. - 


come' to our attention or the attention of a 

wide mumber of people in the. intelligence 

: * eapani itty. Indeed, he made a curious but 

. relevant. comment on his draft status in the 

°. March 26,1967, New York Times Magazine. ~ 

-» ©, Back, in the late.1940s, he said, he had “reg- 

: ister with the draft. board for noncom- 

‘batant service as a pacifist.” He went on to 

. say that he was “not sure’ that he would do: 
that again, 

But why was he “not sure” if he-had re- 
jected pacifism as'a philosophy? Did Soren- 
sen nigan that he still held a pacifist position 
‘as late as 1967? ; 

Clearly, defense-oriented senators must 
closely scrutinize Sorensen when he comes 
before them for confirmation, Judging from 
what we know now, we hope the Senute will 
not entrust the fate of the CIA to this 
curious Carter choice, 


eee 
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ot clear bow that would help prepare .. 
preside over . the: US. “government's . 


ring a new, “nioral” tong to the agency ~ 


of. the lett, Sorensen is forever tainted, hav-~ ° 


+ Trohan, then the paper’s. Washington bureau . | 


Hose ee nes 


HON. BILL. ALEXANDER - 
“OF ARKANSAS: . 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tiesday, January 41, 1977 : 


“Mr! ALEXANDER, Mr. Speaker, one 
person’ that: I have come to.rely on 


greatly for counsel since Pearas to Con-" 
gress is Harold Jinks. of Piggott, Ark. - 
.. This. tireless ball. of fire, who is nearing. 
-%0 and who shows-no signs of letting up, . 
is a public-spirited citizen who 1s a credit . 


to his community, to our State, and to 
our Nation. : 

Recently, the Arkansas Gazette car- 
ried. a.well-deserved and, long overdue 
tribute to.this Arkansan that I. would 
like to share with my colleagues: 
HAROLD JINKS, Nearmc 70, Is ‘Sm Very, 


* postmen, 


“ " polittel ns. and. 
orderly. and. patriotic g 


whe know Har-. 


right of conscientious cules for By droge 
Glory.:. 
+ Jinks. was.  pentannater. nt 
“year ‘S$, served four years 
-tor for the Democratic National Camrnittee, 
‘served four: years as director .of the Post- 
masters and. Rural Carriers Division; was: a 
special assistant postmaster - ‘general; is: 


Et feces fo 


United: Presbyterian Church). nationally ac- 


“tive in all veterans groups; a-leader for the 


American Association of Retired Persons and 
the MNutional Retired Teachers. Association, 
ang fust finished a. nationwide drive selling 
300,000 Pere booklets oat hee aa ena ene 
edited.: : ‘ 


’ Be’s a fast ‘talking, indefatigable, tr @Hs~. ~ 


planted.Texan who knows how to ..bargain 
with the: biggies and is proud of the rounds 
ne hee won under fire as 6 public: 

: “NEARING 70. : : 
He 8 nearing: 70 and enjoys s ying, acound. 
the house tending his gardens better than 
tralpsing across the country mending politi- 


cal fences and dedicating. postofilces - ag he... 


once: aid. : 

But he wants the world. to know 
Jinks 1s still alive... 9%. 7 i 

' & midwife - ushered : him. ines ‘tole: world: 
February 117°1906, near New “Waverly; -Tex.: 
heceuse a fierce thunderstorm had driven ~ 
the doctor to spend the night in = barn. (He 
says his father paid the doctor ents 1 
yellow yams for his twoubles. ys i 

fs Dee _ -REARED ON FARM. 2 
; He was reared on a tenant farm, ‘moving by 
covered wagon to Bay City, Tex., when he was 
6 years old. Ne studied at Texas A and M in & 
work-for-an-education program (that his 


farold 


father, whose own education- only bach te ; 


the third grade, insisted, © 200s 
‘His rovings during the Depresston bri ought 
him to Northeast Arkansas, where he abe 


tained s job with the Soll Conservation Serv- — 


ice and, by attending night school at then 


Arkansas State College, obtained an “equlva-. 
lent degree” so he could have professidnal 


status under the civil service regulations, 


During these years he met and married 
Wiima Lehman, a Piggott native, and called 


Piggott his home, no matter where he later” 


resided. 
“Every place I spoke and every register I 
signed, I signed it 


: _ draft procecding bullishly, Jinks, because of 


to be superintendent of. a camp for conscten- 
~ tous. objectors on the SOULATED: State College : 


Some in the camp who didn't want to be tar- 


“camp to lower.. the American Bag, Jinks 
“tinued. 2. | : 


i Legion. oath. 


Caen my flag fying ox 
SS & yoylonal direce 


‘priations funds avid. sot. up-the guidelines a. 


che there. 
member of the .Mid-America Synod of the - 


_veirs, planting pine tree seedlings, And that” 


‘would continue to we: 


‘Haraid Jinks, Piggott ~ 


Washington; D.G. be. 


BENT > FO 
“With World: War Ls 


MAGNOLIA oy cot 
atpudaching ER Stes thes 


his own church. work, ‘was sent to Magnolia 


campus. Mite 
This camp was. for tipes who. “objected te 
the war-on.religious grounds, mostly such 
historically antiwar groups as -the Mennon- 
Kies mod Qivakeru. Jituks belleved there wero 


gets for ammunition, but.he; believed by cthe 
right of.legitimate objectors... 
.- When the camp was started, he recalled, 
the town liked -the idea because of extra in- 
come. The war hegan, and two National Guard 


' companies, one from the town and one from ~_ 


the college, marched off to ight, and feelings. . a 
changed.. There was bitterness, we : 
One. day the American Legion. ordered. the 


SZ Jinks went: ‘to “the coulere ‘preaiden and : 
ked him foi Als. views, The president was | 
Oy agreement that the Bag should fly. Sheer 
‘Sa T had: a. meeting bee the Apreiican . i 


egion,” Jinks: said. Wye ats 

old. Jinks for his work Knaw that he once ~ os 
gtood before the Amertean Legion, & .38-cali-~ 
ber pistol strapped ta his belt, te defend the - 
Ha: 


As.a United States maraial, “he gould. garry. 
a. pital, and carrled one to ‘the Legion meet- 
ing. Je. also ‘tank: wie! 


~"Y read it to them ar a wore then “inet that P 
then,” Jinks: reals, 
“f told them J worke% for tho government” 
that passed the laws end set-up th appro- 


conscientious CRIEr or habbo have to mect to 


“TE told“ them: ‘that we were: doing & good - 
work in building farm -rosds and. farm. reser= 


3S long #8 the government kept rac there,: I ee 
oh these bage. - ee ; 
' “Bat I'd continus we. ey ‘eh fag 


Tyee 
nadea. : 


TO LEGION oar RPAp : 
He then reed to tie Legionnaires their own. 
oath, and, told them: it was their duly te up- 
hold. ft because t! cath supported these Con: : 


“J told thera tbat Ie appreciate thcir co= 


‘operation, ut if I didn’t get. it-—and patting - 
“my pistol.I told them J. had not only the 


right to wear, this thine, Lt could: shoot ite 
too. 2" : 


The. flag’ flew. ivears later; tho Columbia. 


County Veterans-Organization would ask: him ve 
ate sto return. as guest speaker, He: would a ee 


8 & standing ovetion, Bie 
’ After defending the rights of war defectors, : 
Jinks went into active service, with tho Navy | 
Air Force. He taught of Naval alr stations, — 
“then became involved with the BA.T., the 


_ dirs guided missle, which: was used niostly ae 


ou. Japanese shipping i open seas. : 
At age 40, and with the rank. of first clase ‘ 
“axtation | ordnance man puxwer, be worked. 
hig. way out of the service and hack home, 
somewhat disturbed by certe!n =e of the 
growing military complex. . : ’ oe 
Durhbig his last days in the Navy Air Force, oa 
his. plane was hit and had to make a whecls 
up landing on coral rock. His. spine was rup- 
tured ana he spent four years in s cast. This 
Tneant retirement from his sevechmen’ job: 
with the SCS. 1 
This “retirement” led to the eutoniobiie 


‘ business, In which he sold Kaisera, jeeps and 


farm equipment.and termed a. success. But 
the long hours he put in prompted tis doc~« 
tors to tell him to quit. So he soki out. 
JOINS CIVIL SERVIC 
About this time, United States Represent- 
ative E. BE. (Took) Gathings approached him 
grbone becoming postmaster here. These post- 
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‘The Sorensen Pick: | | 
Carter’s First Scandal? -- 


‘.. Jimmy Carter’s reason for choosing Ted Sor-« 
-ensen as CIA chief could be the President-elect’s 
- first major scandal. The New York Times last week 
_reported that the AFL-CIO’s Lane Kirkland, 
George Meany’s heir apparent, told Carter at his 
‘home in Plains, Ga., on December 17 that labor - 
-was dead-set against the Sorensen selection. Carter, - 
_ however, supposedly replied: “I’m in a bind. I had 
‘no options.” He then went on to explain that Sor 
“ensen, a New York lawyer, had been “the first to 
‘raise money for me in New York and the first to 


_ come out for me.” 


What the Times story clearly implies is that 
Carter’s main reason for picking the next head 
of the CIA—the intelligence agency upon which =~ 
America’s national survival depends—was 

. grounded in political rather than national secu- he 
.” rity considerations. Yo eS ae 


As we reported last week, Sorensen has virtually. 
_no qualifications for the critical post he has been. 
_appointed to, a job that demands a solid back- : 
: ground in management and/or intelligence. More- ~ 
over, there is considerable unease within the intel- - 
‘ligence community concerning the fact that Soren- 
sen was Classified as a conscientious objector with 

“his draft board both in 1948 and in 1952, when the — 
‘Korean War was still raging. - ee es 


|, What continues. to astonish those. who’ have . 
Hooked’ into Sorensen’s ‘background , are’ his , far-, .. 
left actions and pronouncements. Kirkland, for in- 
Stance, is said to have opposed Sorensen largely be- 
» CAUSE of his ee support in the February 8 
‘election of rebel Edward Sadlowski over Lloyd Mc- 
Bride for president of the Steelworkers, - vote: 
While Kirkland’s opposition, on the surface, may 
_appear petty, it is interesting to note that a lot of 
left-wing activists, including Jane Fonda and the 
‘Communist Daily World, are feverishly backing 
Sadlowski. ot ee a 


HUMAN EVENTS 


ole /Cfd-RD 
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much of the far-left’s mythology. Not only does he 


_’ munist party, reported in its Oct. 7, 1976, issue that | 


P90-01089R000100090002-2 ( 


‘ The 40-year-old Sadlowski has, in fact, bought 


revel in the class struggle—he is eager to break the | 


‘Steelworkers’ ‘“‘no-strike” agreement with man- 


agement—but he boasts that “J am not a capital- 
ist.” Echoing some old, Socialist rhetoric, he sug- 
gests that steelworkers are being exploited by 
-money-hungry management. He claims there are 
“poets and doctors” who are operating cranes, but 
they have been forced to become steclworkers be- 
cause of the system. Sadlowski wants to control 
“profits and massively redistribute the nation’s | 
wealth. - a ae ange 


In a recent Penthouse interview, he also dis- 


“closed his vigorous opposition; to the AFL-CIO’s’ 


‘hardline foreign policy. “On foreign affairs,” he 
said of Meany, “he’s been simply terrible.” Sad- 
Jowski also assailed the FBI and the C[IA—who see 
“Communist organizers in every saloon”—and the 
“érqulti-billion-dollar defense” budget. 7 
- Sadlowski has also directly cozicd up. to the 
‘American Communist party. In early 1975, Sad- j 
lowski sponsored a dinner at Chicago’s. Pick-Con- 
gress Hotel honoring a long-time «Communist, 
Ernest DeMaio, who was retiring, as an official of 
the left-wing United Electrical Workers... DeMaio | 
was leaving to become the chief delegate at the | 
United Nations for the Soviet-controlled World | 
_ Federation of Trade Unions (WFTU), a Moscow- 
run network of Communist unions operating out of | 
s Prague. ea! | ned | 
“SY October 1976, Sadlowski’s name appeared in | 
“a newspaper ad supporting the right of the avowed- | 
_ ly Marxist professor. Paul Nyden, to retain his po- | 
sition in the Sociology Department at the Univer-, 

_ sityofPittsburgh, © hdl 
The Daily World, the official organ of the Com- 


~ Sadlowski, at a campaign rally in Cleveland, “was | 


= also vigorous in denouncing racism ‘and Redbait- 
ing... He said he favored elimination of the anti-’ 
- Communist. clause from the:union’s constitution. | 
“There is no clause like that in the U.S. Constitu- 
tion,’ he said, ‘and it shouldn’t be in our union con- 


99? 


© stitution either.’ ”’ : 


If elected head of the Steelworkers, Sadlowski 


“would sit on the, AFL-~CIO’s important policy- 


. Making body, the executive council, and. thus 
“could help to undermine Meany’s stand against 
“the Soviets. Bie OS ae tne ORs eS 
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-Though Sorensen’s name has been repeatedly’ 


linked with the Sad j saion.in labor cir-| 0 his 
cles and in labor ApBto aU RAE Release zi / {1B so AURETG GD HOSIRDHY 


‘Harry Bernstein, Sorensen now denies he is back- 
_ ing the rebel. labor leader. 
‘a But Sorensen, in fact, may be almost as far to 
x ** the left as Sadlowski. In his 1969 book, The Ken- 
~ nedy Legacy; he discloses hé cast a delegate vote for 
“George McGovern at the 1968 Democratic conven- 
‘tion in Chicago and helped draft the unsuccessful, | 
‘dovish platform on Vietnam. af) 
- He also strongly suggests we should begin to 
soften up the Soviets through generous acts ofap-| 3 
peasement, including unilateral disarmament and 
trade; We should not, he insists, “return to our.J- 
Cold War posture. ..of interpreting every adverse 
move as preparation for world domination.” «> 3 
Sorensen indicates that the Soviets have aban- 
doned their world domination goals and that it is 
USS. policy that has been’ more provocative than 
Moscow’s. “Indeed,” he argues at one point, “our 
bombing of a Communist capital ‘allied with Mos- 
cow would appear to be a more daring risk than 
any that the Soviets have taken recently. +: |. 
“Their new missile buildup may well be nothing 
more than.a logical response to—and an effort to 
catch up with—our own missile buildup in the early 
1960s....” es ae ae ee eee ee 
The Sorensen book is replete with such reassur- 
ing observations, The Communist bloc, says Car- 
ter’s incoming intelligence chief, not only is no 
( longer monolithic, but is no longer “seeking our de- 
. struction....°” Western policy “should recognize 
‘now.that a Soviet invasion of the West is no longer 


aclear and present danger..." 2 28 40%, 

In the face of what he acknowledged was a Soviet 
buildup in 1969, however, he called. for unilateral 
concessions on our part, condemning President 
Nixon’si decision to go ahead with the construction 
of a thin, anti-ballistic missilesystem, 9 

At one point, he seemed to suggest that the ~ 
-..’ United. States stop building any more strategic 
“weapons at all. “Surely, as Robert McNamara © 
“has written,” said Sorensen, “we have reached ° - 
: that point where we cannot effectively increase... 
“our security by acquiring still more military 

hardware”, Pig rrr eee 


Sorensen ‘insists that the U.S. must restrain its” 
own actions, lest they be: misinterpreted in the 
Kremlin:. The Soviets ‘may follow a belligerent 
course and initiate new rearmament moves, Soren- 

“sen indicates, “in order to prevent what they might 
regard as a new imperialist offensive by the United ' 
“States, linking to this theory not only our inter- 
vention in Vietnam and the Dominican Republic, 
but also the Israeli attack on Egypt, the establish- 
( - ment of new anti-Communist regimes in such na- 
tions as\Indonesia and Brazil, and our development 
of an increased. capacity to send large numbers of“ 
American troops quickly to any spot on- the globe.” 


While Sorensen. does not flatly say it, the above 


yaanualyZy set 


back to the Soviets is “provocalve™ and fis 
necessary confrontation with the Russians. 


In fact, he says at another point, the U.S. must 


‘assure the Sovicts we have no intention of threaten- 


ing them or their empire. We must do everything 


possible, Sorensen says, to avoid confirming “the 
fears and charges of Kremlin hawks....” We 
should ‘“‘help convince the Soviet Union... that the 
“western borders of her ‘Socialist Commonwealth’ 


are not in danger of armed attack...” 


sun-- 


We should offer the Sovicts trade, he mentions, 


because it “gives us an opportunity to demon- 


‘strate that our aim is not the eradication of all 
Communist states, that non-military avenues can . 
“lead to progress, and that two competing powers.. 
can work together on common objectives.” . 


One wonders: will Sorensen’s counterpart—the 


‘ 


head of the KGB-—be quite so solicitous of Amer: . 


‘ica’s feelings? ie ee ee re 


me 
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: ‘The intelligence community is “be: 
coming increasingly alarmed at the 
type of people Jimmy Carter and his. 
aides are putting into key jobs dealing 
with this country’s national security-- 
“Judging from the appointments,” said 


one observer, only half-jokingly, “‘the | 


Henry Kissingeras a hawk.” -- 0 = 25 
~The most disturbing selection so far. 
has been that of ex-JFK ghostwriter, : 
Ted Sorensen, as head of the CIA (for | 
more on Sorensen, see page 3). Aside 
from having been classified as a con- 
scientious objector by his draft board, 
Sorensen has written several statements 
strongly suggesting that our foreign and 
defense policies have been unduly pro- 
vocative toward the Soviet Union. He | 
has also-been a Supporter of McGovern | 
and an advocate of unilateral disarma-. 
‘ment measures." 2° Sef ee! 
* -Carter’s pick’ for secretary of state, 
Cyrus Vance, blossomed into a major 
dove himself over the past few years, 
even to the extent that he now looks be- 
nignly upon a entrance of. Commu- 
nists ‘into coalition governments. in 
“NATO-allied cquntries such as France 
and Italy. Vance is stocking his baili- 
wick with a number of left-of-center 
advisers and personnel, the most aston- 
ishing being ex-League of~ Women 
‘Voters President Lucy Benson. (Her 
selection as Under Secretary for Se- 
curity Assistance, the New York Times 
noted last week, “came as a surprise to 
State Department insiders since she has 
had. no experience in the highly tech- 
nical field.”’) chs ep Neate” Maes 
‘Vance has also installed a dove in the. 
Deputy Under Secretary for Manage~ 
‘ment spot, the key administrative po- 
sition in the State Department. He is- 
Richard M. Moose, who was staff di-” 
rector for the Foreign- Relations Sub-- 
committee on Foreign Assistance when | 
"Sen, J. W. Fulbright (D.-Ark.), himself 
an extreme proponent of detente, was. 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 6.0/6.) teen ee | 


hardliners will soon be fondly recalling” 


PaO Lo 


eee 


_ Intelligence Community - 
Alarmed at Carter Choices! 


:, Two other extreme doves, Anthony. “ing circulated to the Carter people by 


Lake and Richard Holbrooke, are al- 
most certain to wind up with important 
State Department positions under 
Vance. HUMAN EventTs has also been 
told by well-informed sources that Sol 
Linowitz—who favors normalization 
of relations with Castro and the re- 
linguishing of U.S. sovereignty over 
the Panama Canal—has an inside track - 
_for atop Latin affairs post under Vance. . 
_ For foreign policy hardliners, there 
was more distressing news last week. 


” national security affairs, has apparently 
selected another dove, David Aaron, a 
former aide to Vice President-elect: 


(Mondale, as most of our readers know, 
sported one of the most left-wing voting 
-records in the national security field 


. jing out some of the harder-line mem- 
‘bers of the National Security Council 
_ staff durjng the transition period. --:- 


-. hardliners: in’ recent weeks’ has.” 
. been the meetings between Vance - 
and Paul Warnke, who is under — 


_ ministration post, most probably as _. 


_. Disarmament Agency. -~ 22,50: 

. The head of ACDA will almost cer- 
tainly have a heavy influence on our 
strategic weapons policy. ACDA is not 
only responsible for advising the Presi- 
dent on arms contro! negotiations, but 


it participates in choosing the Ameri-_ 


can negotiating team and provides var- 
_jous back-up services to our negotia- 
“tors. Hence, the selection 


- could prove critical. ©» weer, 
What. disturbs the national security 


community about Warnke is that he is’ 


‘an ardent advocate of unilateral dis- 
armament, As a memorandum now be- 


* Zbigniew Brzezinski, Carter’s choice to” 
be his principal White House adviser on * 


Walter Mondale, to be his chief deputy. 


while he was in the Senate.) Moreover, { 
Aaron, according to knowledgeable in- - 
‘ siders, has been instrumental in clean-_ 


-°.° Aside from the Sorensen selec- 
: tion, perhaps the biggest jolt to the.” 


consideration for’ a top-level Ad- : C 


director of the Arms Control and ©... 


of Warnke. 


| 


_. “Simply stated, it is hard to sec how | 
the American side in SALT can be ef- 
fectively upheld by someone who advo- 
cates, as Warnke does, the unilateral 
abandonment by the United States of | 
every weapons system which is subject | 

| 

| 


hardline Democrats argues: © =. 234 | 
| 
| 


to negotiation at SALT (as well as 
-many others which are not under dis- 
: cussion).” - es ae ; vi wei ne a ae 
Warnke, in fact, was the principal 
adviser to Sen. George. McGovern (D.- 
S.D.) on national security issues during. 
the 1972 presidential campaign. The 
_“Alternative Defense Posture,” a cam-: 
< paign.paper which presented .McGov-- 
-ern’s .defense budget proposals, and 
which: was strongly defended by 
Warnke, advocated, among other 
things, noted the memorandum, “‘dis- 
continuation of deployment of MIRVs, 
Minuteman III, and any other steps to 
upgrade U.S. ICBMs; dismantling of 
all Titan ICBMs; cessation of conver- 
sion of Polaris to Poseidon submarines; 
halting the development of a B-! proto- 
“type; cessation of deployment of the. 
Safeguard system; and cutting by more 
than half’ the Army’s surface-to-air 
missile capability and the Air Force’s 
‘interceptor force.” 0 0: a 
A supplemental document, the “Re- 
port of thé McGovern Panel .on Na- 
tional Security,” which Warnke led, 
‘also opposed U.S. MIRV programs, 
the B-1, improvements in. missile accu- | 


Fee a Fy. 
ee 
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. racy and the development of hard-target capa--| 
bility, the cruis e missle the ABM and pone de-, 
fense. Se 

As the. <cennpeeAdunt stresses: “4 tn no. time t in nthe. 
SALT negotiations have the Soviets advocated, j 
even as a bargaining position, such sweeping cuts 
in American | forces.” "(Emphasis in original memo. uN 

"In analyzing the McGovern defense proposal, . 
Dr. William R. Kintner, a well-known defense ex: 
pert, stressed in ‘the Freedom at Issue publication’ 
of July/August 1972 that the plan was “a fiscal 

formula for unilateral disarmament. This could 

-only satisfy the Soviet Union, upon whose benign 

sentiments we dnd our allies would then. depend, | 

. because the’ McGovern budget would eve | us no 

“other choice.” : 

Warnke’s ee for ‘ ‘unilateral” initiatives: 
on our part has not diminished. In the Spring, 1975; 
issue of Foreign Policy, Warnke proceeds to blame 
the arms race on the United States and the liberals’ % 
favorite punching bag, Richard Nixon. Ou] 

* “As its only living superpower niodel, i ‘states 
Warnke, “our words and our actions are admirably 
calculated to inspire the Soviet Union to spend its 

‘substance. on military manpower and weaponry. 
Ex-President Nixon asserted repeatedly that he: 
‘could not negotiate effectively if he went to the bar-. 
gaining table with the Soviet Union as ae words s 

serene strongest military power.” ae 

-In short, the U.S. has provoked the Soviets . 

"assuming its current posture. “J’ would not like to’ | 

_ see the SALT talks stop,”’ he went on. “But if we 
must accept the insistence that the’ momentum of 
our strategic weapons programs must be main-_ 
tained in order to bargain effectively, the ines oe ; 
‘become too expensive a luxury. eee = Rano 
-- “Insofar as formal agreements are :eoncemed, we 
‘may. have gone as far as we now can g0.. eee ~ 

“We should, instead, ‘try a policy of restraint, 
while calling ~ fo matching - Festraint. aoe the 
Soviet Union. . a : 
“The chances are good. ‘ -that highly ciel 
restraint on our part will be reciprocated. The So- 
viet Union, it may be said again, has only one su- 
perpowcr. model to follow. To date, the superpower 
aping has meant the antithesis of restraint.” Sea Ler 
“. “It is time, I think, for us to present a worthier’ 

model. ;... We canbe the first off the treadmill.” 
Despite these astonishing opinions, however, the. 

Carter people have been seriously thinking of put- 

ting people just like Warnke i in key naan sec 

rity postions. : . eo 


Ph ates 


t 
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15 January 1977 


MEMORANDUM FOR: Legislative Counsel 


FROM : §S. D. Breckinridge 
Deputy Inspector General 


SUBJECT : Classification of Testimony of Mr. Sorensen on 
21 July 1975, his Affadavit of 25 July 1975, 
and Three 1963 NSC Memoranda 


1. On the afternoon of Friday, 14 January 1977, I met with 
representatives of the Directorates of Operations and Administration. 
We reviewed simultaneously copies of the testimony of Mr. Sorensen 
on 21 July 1975, his affadavit of 25 July 1975, and the three 
memoranda as follows: 21 April 1963 memorandum by McGeorge Bundy; 

a record of a meeting of the NSC Standing Group on 23 April 1963, 
written by Bromley Smith; and, a 29 April 1963 agenda for a meeting, 
prepared by McGeorge Bundy. 


2. We have agreed that there was no information in Mr. Sorensen's 
testimony or affadavit that should, of itself, be considered classified 
as of this date. All of the subject matter has been covered in great 
detail in the Interim Report of the Senate Select Committee on Alleged 
Assassination Plots. 


3. It is noted that the three memoranda cited above were all 
classified Top Secret in the White House at the time they were written. 
They are all referred to in the SSC Interim Report of Alleged Assassination 
Plots, although they are not reproduced therein in full. A case 
can be made at this time for stating that the classifications they 
bear are no longer applicable, but a case can also be made that in their 
entirety they may still require classified handling. In any event, 
they were not classified by this Agency and the practice, during the 
recent investigations, has been to obtain White House concurrence 
for agreement to declassify. 
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4. It is noted that while we can speak properly as to whether 
the contents of the testimony and affadavit warrant classification, 
we are in no position to address the conditions under which Mr. 
Sorensen gave his testimony in July 1975. Presumably the Senate 
Committee would like to address this question, even if it is only 
a formality. 


a ra Bud ih 


S. D. Breckinridge 


he 
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Wlnitea Htates Denate 


SELECT COMMITTEE To 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 


(PURSUANT To S. RES. 21, 84TH CONGRESS) 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 


. | N OF MR, THEODORE C. SORENSEN 
ATIVE WITNESS LIST, CONSIDERATION OF THE NOMINATIO , 
fe aceite DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE, COMMENCING JAN. 17,1977: 


The witnesses in support of Mr, Sorensen’s nomination will include: 
Ambassador Averill Harriman 

Mr. Clark Clifford 

Judge Simon Rifkind 


Admiral Elmo Zumwalt 


‘Witnesses commenting on the issue of the nomination: 

Conmot Cause - Mr. David Cohen, President 

The witnesses in opposition to Mr. Sorensen's nomination will include: 
Congressman Larry P. McDonald (7th Dist. Georgia) 

The Conservative Caucus - Mr. Howard Phillips 

The Conservative Caucus - Mr. Larry Uzzell 
_American Conservative Union - Mr. Francis J. McNamara 
: Commbttes for the Survival of a Free Congress - Mr. Charles Moser 
Fusion Energy Foundation - Dr. Morris Levitt 


Center for National Security Studies -~ Mr. John Marks 


Liberty Lobbby - Mr. Robert M, Bartell 
U.S, Labor Party - Ms. Susan Kokinda 
Mr. E.C, "Mike" Ackerman 


Ambassador Edward M. Korry 
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Wnited States Henate 


SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 
(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS) 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 


TENTATIVE WITNESS LIST, CONSIDERATION OF THE NOMINATION OF MR. THEODORE C, SORENSEN 
TO BECOME DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE, COMMENCING JAN. 17,1977: 


The witnesses in support of Mr. Sorensen’s nomination will include: 
Ambassador Averill Harriman 

Mr. Clark Clifford 

Judge Simon Rifkind 


Admiral Elmo Zumwalt 


Witnesses commenting on the issue of the nomination: 


Common Cause - Mr. David Cohen, President 
The witnesses in opposition to Mr. Sorensen's nomination will include: 
Congressman Larry P. McDonald (7th Dist. Georgia) 

The Conservative Caucus - Mr. Howard Phillips 

The Conservative Caucus - Mr. Larry Uzzell 

American Conservative Union - Mr. Francis J. McNamara 

Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress - Mr. Charles Moser 
Fusion Energy Foundation - Dr. Morris Levitt 

Center for National Security Studies - Mr. John Marks 

Liberty Lobbby - Mr. Robert M. Bartell 

U.S. Labor Party - Ms. Susan Kokinda 

Mr. E.C. "Mike" Ackerman 

Ambassador Edward M. Korr 


y 
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee: 

I am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views 
on President-elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the post 
of Director of Central Intelligence, and to answer the scurrilous 
and unfounded personal attacks which have been anonymously 
circulated against me. 

{ did not seek or lightly accept this assignment, and some of 
my friends have suggested that anyone agreeing to take the job lacks 
either the sanity or the judgment necessary to fulfill it. I 
recognize that the successes of the Intelligence Community are 
largely unspoken while its errors are roundly assailed; that it is 
often accused of deeds that it never committed or that it undertook 
at the request of higher authority; and that the Agency and its employees 
are rarely able to defend themselves publicly against these attacks. 
In recent days, I have had the same experience. 

But I do not intend to be intimidated by those who wish to strike 
at me, or through me at Governor Carter, by personal attacks on my 
integrity and probity, grossly distorting the facts and maliciously 
twisting my words. I prize both my country and my honor too greatly 
to desert this post under that kind of cloud; and I am here to appeal 
to the sense of fairness of the Members of this Committee. 

{ recognize that some of you have legitimate questions concerning 
my qualifications. But before dealing with those questions, I must as 
a matter of personal privilege respond to the personal attacks upon my 


character which my nomination has suddenly stirred. 
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1. First, it has been said that I leaked or otherwise conveyed 
classified information for political or personal purposes. That 
charge is totally false. In the White House, I drew upon classified 
materials in backgrounding the press only when I was specifically 
directed to do so by the President, who clearly had such authority; 
and I took documents home for review only in those rare instances 
when I would otherwise have spent 24 hours a day in that office. 

I have never compromised the national security of this country, 
or approved of anyone else doing so. My affidavits in the lawsuits 
brought against the New York Times and Daniel Ellsberg regarding 
publication of the Pentagon Papers accurately described the practices 
then prevalent in Washington -- not as they should have been but as 
they were. Almost identical affidavits were submitted by a former 
Assistant Secretary of State, a former State Department Legal Adviser 
and a former Ambassador. During my White House service I received 
the highest security clearances from the CIA; and I received them 
again in the last few weeks. I have something of a reputation for 
guarding secrets, whether they be those of my government, my clients, 
or my friends. No one has ever charged me with conveying classified 
information to others or mislaying classified materials. 

2. Second, it has been said that I improperly took classified documents 
with me from the White House when I left government service, improperly 
used them in writing my book on President Kennedy, and improperly 


obtained a tax deduction for donating them to the John F. Kennedy 


she 
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Library. Those charges are totally false. Upon the announcement 

in early 1964 that I was leaving the White House, I was visited 

by the Assistant Archivist of the United States, an official in 

the General Services Administration. He informed me that the papers 
in my files that I had created and accumulated during the period 

of my service in the White House were regarded by both law and 
historical precedent as my personal property; and further, that 

I was entitled to make any use of those papers that I deemed appro- 
priate, whether selling them as some former White House aides had 
done, writing books based on them as other former aides had done, 

or donating them to an appropriate educational institution -- with 
| a tax deduction on the value of the gift -- as still others had done. 

Upon my signing on February 14, 1964, a Letter of Intent to 
donate my papers to the Kennedy Library, the Archivist's Office 
sorted and packed my files, presumably leaving behind anything that 
was not mine, transferred them to a GSA depository in the Boston area. 
The GSA then sent to my home certain of those papers which I had 
selected as necessary background materials for my book. It collected 
them from me upon completion of my manuscript, and the entire lot of 
my papers was then transmitted to the John F. Kennedy Library, to 
which I donated them. 

Naturally there were classified papers among them (although no 
communications intelligence reports), just as there were classified 
documents among the papers taken upon their departure from the White 
House by the principal aides of every President at least since Woodrow 


Wilson, including Col. House, Samuel Rosenman, Harry Hopkins, Sherman Adams , 
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McGeorge Bundy and many, many others. Like most of those named, 
I reviewed my papers, including classified papers, in preparing 

a book on my experiences, just as Gerald Ford at his confirmation 
hearing acknowledged drawing upon Top Secret documents in his 
possession when writing his book on the Warren Comission. In 
the decade since my book was published, no one has suggested that 
security was in any way breached by anything in my book, and it 
was in fact submitted for clearance in advance to the National 
Security Adviser to the President, to his former deputy, and to 
the former Deputy Secretary of Defense. My handling of classified 
information was at all times in accordance with the then-existing 
laws, regulations and practices. 

Upon donating my papers to the Kennedy Library (instead of 
selling them individually for a far larger amount), I received the 
tax deduction to which I was entitled by law, just as many former 
government officials did over the years -- including, in addition 
to some or all of those already mentioned, former Ambassador Galbraith, 
former White House aide Arthur Schlesinger, and former Governor and 
Ambassador Adlai Stevenson. 

No doubt arguments can be made against the practice begun by 
George Washington of White House occupants taking their papers with 
them -- John Eisenhower has recently stated, for example, that his 
father inherited from Truman and left to Kennedy no papers other 
than the instructions on nuclear attack procedures -~ but at the time 


I took my papers in 1964, that was clearly the accepted view of the law. 
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No doubt arguments can also be made against permitting tax 
deductions on the donation of papers by former government officials -- 
and such arguments were made when the law was changed in 1969 -- 
but that was nevertheless the law prior to that time. 

All of the above actions were taken with the full knowledge 
and approval of the government, and were publicly described in 
the well-publicized affidavits which I filed in the New York Times 
case and subsequently in the Ellsberg case. Those two cases involved 
important First Amendment issues, including the public's right to 
know the tragic history of the Vietnam War. Whatever improvements 
might have been made in the wording of my affidavits, I make no 
apology for having responded to the requests of counsel in both 
cases to attest to the inconsistencies and anomalies of government 
classification practices. 

3. Third, it has been said that I avoided military service as a 
pacifist during World War II and the Korean War. This charge is 
totally false. I have never sought to avoid military service, hazardous 
or otherwise, in wartime or any other time. I have never advocated 
for the United States a policy of pacifism, non-resistance to attack 
or unilateral disarmament. The facts are that I registered for the 
draft upon becoming 18 years of age in 1946, a year after World War II 
ended, and shortly thereafter expressed the philosophy of non-violence 
with which I had been reared by two deeply idealistic parents by 
requesting, not an avoidance of military duty or hazardous duty, 


but military service in a non-combatant capacity (classification TAO) -- 
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preferring, by way of illustration, to serve cn the battlefield 

as a medical corpsman saving lives instead of taking lives. This 
status was granted. My action was largely symbolic, inasmuch as 
our country was not then at war or expected to go to war. I have 
never, in my service on the Executive Committee of the National 
Security Council during the Cuban Missile Crisis or at any other 
time, permitted my preference for personal non-violence to inhibit 
in any way my advice to the President on the military and other 
options available as a matter of national policy. I would not have 
accepted Governor Carter's designation to be Director of Central 
Intelligence were I not prepared to carry out every lawful order 
of the President conceivably connected with this post. 

4, Fourth, it has been said that my legal representation of 
multinational corporations and foreign governments poses a conflict 
of interest in undertaking this assignment. This charge is patently 
absurd. Over the years, the highest national security officials 
in our country have frequently represented such clients before 
taking office -- including Messrs. Dulles, Acheson, Rogers, McCloy , 
Stevenson and a host of others -- but no one challenged their right 
to serve or later claimed that their actions were prejudiced by those 
earlier ties. My only representations of foreign governments were 
the brief occasions on which I represented the Governments of Iran, 
Zaire, Sierra Leone and Newfoundland in commercial disputes or 
negotiations. In no country did I have any comection with or first- 


hand knowledge of any activities of either their intelligence agencies 
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or our own; nor do I have now any obligations or prejudices regarding 
any foreign country which would interfere with any official duties. 

5. The fifth and final charge is the suggestion that I must have 
been somehow involved in Kennedy White House plots to assassinate 
foreign leaders. That charge is totally false. I have previously 
testified under oath, and I do so again today, that I knew nothing 
of such plots; and no one who did has ever stated or ever could state, 
nor did your predecessor committee find or suggest, that I was 
informed or involved in any way. The record is equally clear that 
I had no advance knowledge or involvement of any kind in the Bay of 
Pigs or in any CIA covert operations. 

Mr. Chairman, far more than any job or title, I value my good 
name. I resent this reckless scattering of baseless personal accusations 
in order to suppress a different point of view. I respectfully ask 
this Committee, whatever the fate of my nomination, to consider 
the evidence submitted today and previously submitted to your staff, 
and to make it clear that these personal charges are wholly false 
and without foundation and not the basis for the Committee's view 
of my nomination. 

With these personal charges out of the way, we can turn now to 
the question of my qualifications -- to legitimate questions raised 
by those with whom I respectfully disagree but who are entitled to raise 
what they regard as valid questions. There are basically two such 


questions: 


29 
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First is the question of my experience in intelligence. I was 
an observer at National Security Council meetings and a reader of 
intelligence reports in the White House, and worked closely with 
the CIA and other national security officials during the Cuban 
Missile Crisis. I have since leaving the White House written and 
lectured widely on international affairs, and engaged in negotiations 
with dozens if not hundreds of top foreign officials. I was requested 
by the Ford White House a year ago to provide advice and consultation 
on its reorganization of the intelligence effort. My qualifications 
for this post have been endorsed by John McCone, Clark Clifford, 
Averell Harriman, Admiral Elmo Zumwalt, General James Gavin, and 
others who know of my work. Most importantly, I was chosen by the 
President-elect as someone sufficiently in his personal trust and 
confidence to bring him the hard unvarnished facts, and to reject 
any improper orders whatever their source; as someone who possessed 
the integrity necessary to continue the task of restoring public 
trust and confidence in the CIA, and earning that trust and confidence 
by keeping the Agency accountable and free of abuse; and as someone 
with the degree of intellect and independence required to protect 
the integrity of the intelligence process from outside pressures and 
politics. 

But I recognize that there are those, inside and outside of 
the intelligence establishment, who disagree with the Murphy Commission 
recommendation that an outsider always be named to this post; who 


refuse to recognize the totally non-partisan leadership provided 
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by George Bush despite earlier concerns about his partisan 
background; or who see no value for this post in a lawyer's 
sensitivities to civil liberties and lawful conduct. These people 
believe that only someone from inside the military or intelligence 
establishment has the experience necessary for this job. I disagree. 

Second is the question of my views. Although as previously 
indicated I am not a pacifist, I do favor a foreign policy that 
prefers where possible the risks of peace to the risks of war. 
Although as previously indicated I fully recognize the need for 
legitimate government secrecy, which is in fact weakened by over- 
classification, I do believe in the right of the Congress and 
public to receive far more information than they presently do 
from all government agencies, including the CIA. I believe in 
the application of moral and legal standards to national security 
decisions, including the limitation of covert operations to 
extraordinary circumstances involving the vital national interests 
of our country, with timely review by the appropriate Congressional 
Committees and written authorization by the President and his senior 
Cabinet officials. 

There are those who disagree with these views and regard them 
as incompatible with the duties of a Director of Central Intelligence. 
Paying little heed to the fact that the Director's real responsibility 
is to provide leadership to the Intelligence Community and objective 


intelligence not policy to the President and his policymakers, these 
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critics prefer to view this post as part of the national security 
decision-making apparatus and prefer in that post someone with 
policy commitments more like their own. 


Obviously I disagree with that view as well. 
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee: 
I am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views 
on President-elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the post 
of Director of Central Intelligence, and to answer the scurrilous 
and unfounded personal attacks which have been anonymously 
circulated against ne, Zeryehy cece, cee 
I did not seek or Lightly accept this assignment, and some of 
my friends have suggested that anyone agreeing to take the job lacks 
either the sanity or the judgment necessary to fulfill it. I 
recognize that the successes of the Intelligence Community are 
largely unspoken while its errors are roundly assailed; that it is 
often accused of deeds that it never committed or that it undertook 
at the request of higher authority; and that the Agency and its employees 
are rarely able to defend themselves publicly against these attacks. 
In recent days, I have had the same experience. 
But I do not intend to be intimidated by those who wish to strike 
at ag hrough me at Governor Carter, by personal attacks on my 
integrity and probity, grossly distorting the facts and maliciously 


twisting my words. I prize both my country, and,my honor too greatly - 
cd de, ¢ CP ey 
to desert this post under that kind of cloud; I here to appe | og Pome. 


/ 
to the sense of fairness of the Members of this Committee. (Ls - ‘a 

I recognize that some of you have legitimate questions concerning nl” 
my qualifications. But before dealing with those questions, I must as Kaz ¢ ae 


a matter of personal privilege respond to the personal attacks upon my 


character which my nomination has suddenly stirred. 
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1. First, it has been said that I leaked or otherwise patie 
67 v orn the fy, 
classified information for political or personal purposes , That 
charge is totally false. In the White House, I drew upon classified 
materials in backgrounding the press only when I was specifically 
directed to do so by the President, who clearly had such authority; 
and I took documents home for review only in those rare instances 
pws I would otherwise have spent ecg bee hours a ae that pee y. 
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have never compromiged (the Bee urity of Cont oe country , el 
or ae of anyone else doing & , vy Me eaaties in the lawsuits 
brought against the New York Times and Daniel Ellsberg regarding 


publication of the Pentagon Papers accurately described the practices 


then prevalent in Washington -- not as they should have been but as 


a ‘they were. Almost identical affidavits were submitted by a former 


Assistant Secretary of State, a former State Department Legal Adviser 

da former Ambassador. During my White House service I received 
the highest security clearances from the CIA; and I received them 
again in the last few weeks. I have something of a reputation for 
guarding secrets, whether they be those of my government, my clients, 
or my friends. No one has ever charged me with conveying classified 
information to others or mislaying classified materials. 

2. Second, it has been said that I improperly took classified documents 
with me from the White House when I left government service, improperly 
used them in writing my book on President Kennedy, and improperly 


obtained a tax deduction for donating them to the John F. Kennedy 


soe 
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Library. Those charges are totally false. Upon the announcement 

in early 1964 that I was leaving the White House, I was visited 

by the Assistant Archivist of the United States, an official in 

the General Services Administration. He informed me that the papers 
in my files that I had created and accumulated during the period 

of my service in the White House were regarded by both law and 
historical precedent as my personal property; and further, that 

I was entitled to make any use of those papers that I deemed appro- 
priate, whether selling them as some former White House aides had 


done, writing books based on them as other former aides had done, 


or donating them to an appropriate educational institution -- with or Z 


a tax deduction on the value of the gift -- as still others had done. ag Se 

Upon my signing on February 14, 1964, a Letter of Intent to Aptbanh the 
donate my papers to the Kennedy Library, the Archivist's Office : 
sorted and packed my files, presumably leaving behind anything that 
was not mine, transferred them to a GSA depository in the Boston area. 
The GSA then sent to my ome cet ain of those papers which I had 
selected as necessary background materials for my book. Fe eoiieceed 
them from me upon completion of my manuscript, and the entire lot of 
my papers was then transmitted to the John F. Kennedy Library, to 
which I donated them. 

Naturally there were classified papers among them (although no 
commmications intelligence reports), just as there were classified 
documents among the papers taken upon their departure from the White 
House by the principals aides of every President at least since Woodrow 


Wilson, including Col. House, Samuel Rosenman, Harry Hopkins, Sherman Adams, 
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McGeorge Bundy and many, many others. Like most of those named, 
I reviewed my papers, including classified papers, in preparing 
a book on my experiences, just as Gerald Ford at his confirmation 
hearing acknowledged drawing upon Top Secret documents in his 
possession when writing his book on the Warren Commission. In 
the decade since my book was published, no one has suggested that 
security was in any way breached by anything in my book, and it 
was in fact submitted for clearance in advance to the National 
Security Adviser to the President, to his former deputy, and to 
the former Deputy Secretary of Defense. My handling of classified 
information was at all times in accordance with the then-existing 
laws, regulations and practices. 

Upon donating my papers to the Kennedy Library (instead of 
selling them individually for a far larger amount), I received the 
tax deduction to which I was entitled by law, just as many former 


government officials did over the years -- including, in addition 


to some or all of those already mentioned, former Ambassador Galbraith, 


former White House aide Arthur Schlesinger, and former Governor and 
Ambassador Adlai stevenson. 

No doubt arguments can be made against the practice begun by 
George Washington of White House occupants taking their papers with 
them -- John Eisenhower has recently stated, for example, that his 
father inherited from Truman and left to Kennedy no papers other 
than the instructions on nuclear attack procedures -- but at the time 


I took my papers in 1964, that was clearly the accepted view of the law. 
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No doubt arguments can also be made against permitting tax 
deductions on the donation of papers by former government officials -- 
and such arguments were made when the law was changed in 1969 -- 
but that was nevertheless the law prior to that time. 

All of the above actions were taken with the full knowledge 
and approval of the government, and were publicly described in 
the well-publicized affidavits which I filed in the New York Times 
case and subsequently in the Ellsberg case. Those two cases involved 
important First Amendment issues, including the public's right to 
know the tragic history of the Vietnam War. Whatever improvements 
might have been made in the wording of my affidavits, I make no 
apology for having responded to the requests of counsel in both 
cases to attest to the inconsistencies and anomalies of government 
classification practices. 

3. Third, it has been said that I avoided military seryice as a 
pacifist during World War II and the Korean War. ‘This charge is 
totally false. I have never sought to avoid military service, hazardous 
or otherwise, in wartime or any other time. I have never advocated 
for the United States a policy of pacifism, non-resistance to attack 
or unilateral disarmament. The facts are that I registered for the 
draft upon becoming 18 years of age in 1946, a year after World War II 
ended, and shortly thereafter expressed the philosophy of non-violence 
with which I had been reared by two deeply idealistic parents by 
requesting, not an avoidance of military duty or hazardous duty, 


but military service in a non-combatant capacity (classification IAQ) -- 
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preferring, by way of illustration, to serve cn the battlefield 
as a medical corpsman saving lives instead of taking lives. This 
Status was granted. My action was largely symbolic, inasmuch as 
our country was not then at war or expected to go to war. I have 
never, in my service on the Executive Committee of the National 
Security Council during the Cuban Missile Crisis or at any other 
time, permitted my preference for personal non-violence to inhibit 
in any way my advice to the President on the military and other 
options available as a matter of national policy. I would not have 
accepted Governor Carter's designation to be Director of Central 
Intelligence were I not prepared to carry out every lawful order 
of the President conceivably connected with this post. 

4. Fourth, it has been said that my legal representation of 
multinational corporations and foreign governments poses a conflict 
of interest in undertaking this assignment. This charge is patently 
absurd. Over the years, the highest national security officials 
in our country have frequently represented such clients before 
taking office -- including Messrs. Dulles, Acheson, Rogers, McCloy, 
Stevenson and a host of others -- but no one challenged their right 
to serve or later claimed that their actions were prejudiced by those 
earlier ties. My only representations of foreign governments were 
the brief occasions on which I represented the Governments of Iran, 
Zaire, Sierra Leone and Newfoundland in commercial disputes or 
negotiations. In no country did I have any connection with or first- 


hand knowledge of any activities of either their intelligence agencies 
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or our own; nor do I have now any obligations or prejudices regarding 
any foreign country which would interfere with any official duties. 

5. The fifth and final charge is the suggestion that I must have 
been somehow involved in Kennedy White House plots to assassinate 
foreign leaders. That charge is totally false. I have previously 
testified under oath, and I do so again today, that I knew nothing 
of such plots; and no one who did has ever stated or ever could state, 
nor did your predecessor committee find or suggest, that I was 
informed or involved in any way. The record is equally clear that 
I had no advance knowledge or involvement of any kind in the Bay of 
Pigs or in any CIA covert operations. 

bases 7 iyman, far more than any job or title, I value my good 
name. 1, résent this reckless scattering of baseless personal accusations 
in order to suppress a different point of view. I respectfully ask 
this Committee, whatever the fate of my nomination, to consider 
the evidence submitted today and previously submitted to your staff, 
and to make it clear that these personal charges are wholly false 
and without foundation and not the basis for the Committee's view 
of my nomination. 

With these personal charges out of the way, we can turn now to 
the question of my qualifications -- to legitimate questions raised 
by those with whom I respectfully disagree but who are entitled to raise 
what they regard as valid questions. There are basically two such 


questions: 


a 
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First is the question of my experience in intelligence. I was 
an observer at National Security Council meetings and a reader of 
intelligence reports in the White House, and worked closely with 
the CIA and other national security officials during the Cuban 
Missile Crisis. I have since leaving the White House written and 
lectured widely on international affairs, and engaged in negotiations 
with dozens if not hundreds of top foreign officials. I was requested 
by the Ford White House a year ago to provide advice and consultation 
on its reorganization of the intelligence effort. My qualifications 
for this post have been endorsed by John McCone, Clark Clifford, 
Averell Harriman, Admiral Elmo Zumwalt, General James Gavin, and 
others who know of my work. Most importantly, I was chosen by the 
President-elect as someone sufficiently in his personal trust and 

Mer, 

confidence to bring him the hard unvarnished ,facts , and to reject 
any improper orders whatever their source; as someone who possessed 
the integrity necessary to continue the task of restoring public 
trust and confidence in the CIA, and earning that trust and confidence 
by keeping the Agency accountable and free of abuse; and as someone 
with the degree of intellect and independence required to protect 
the integrity of the intelligence process from outside pressures and 
politics. 

But I recognize that there are those, inside and outside of 
the intelligence establishment, who disagree with the Murphy Commission 
recommendation that an outsider always be named to this post; who 


refuse to recognize the totally non-partisan leadership provided 
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by George Bush despite earlier concerns about his partisan 
background; or who see no value for this post in a lawyer's 
sensitivities to civil liberties and lawful conduct. These people 
believe that only someone from inside the military or intelligence 
establishment has the experience necessary for this job. I disagree. 

Second is the question of my views. Although as previously 
indicated I am not a pacifist, I do favor a foreign policy that 
prefers where possible the risks of peace to the risks of war. 
Although as previously indicated I fully recognize the need for 
legitimate government secrecy, which is in fact weakened by over- 
classification, I do believe in the right of the Congress and 
public to receive far more information than they presently do Jel 
from all government agencies, including the CIA. I perieve“{n 
the application of moral and legal standards to national security 
decisions, including the limitation of covert operations to 
extraordinary circumstances involving the vital national interests 
of our country, with timely review by the appropriate Congressional 
Committees and written authorization by the President and his senior 
Cabinet officials. 

There are those who disagree with these views and regard them 
as incompatible with the duties of a Director of Central Intelligence. 
Paying little need! to the fact that the Director's real responsibility 
is to provide leadership to the Intelligence Commmity and objective 


intelligence not policy to the President and his policymakers, these 
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CONCLUDING STATEMENT OF THEODORE C. SORENSEN 


But it is now clear that a substantial portion of the United 
States Senate and the intelligence community is not yet ready to 
accept as Director of Central Intelligence an outsider who believes 
as I believe on these two legitimate questions. It is equally clear 
that to continue fighting for this post, which would be my natural 
inclination, would only handicap the new Administration if I am 
rejected, or handicap my effectiveness as Director if I am confirmed. 

It is, therefore, with deep regret that I am asking Governor 
Carter to withdraw my designation as Director of Central Intelligence. 
My regret stems not from my failure to get this post but from my 
concern for the future of our country. 

I return to private life with a clear conscience. When my 
nomination was announced on Christmas Eve, my youngest son said to 
me: "Now you will have to do some things you don't want to do"; and 
I replied: "I never will.’ I have never compromised my conscience, 
and I am unwilling to do so now in order to assure my nomination. 

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee, 
for hearing me out and for the courtesies you have extended to me 
over the past few weeks. I will be glad to answer any questions 
you think necessary, and to answer those of the press immediately 


after the conclusion of this hearing. 
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TOM BROKAW: The big political story in Washington 
this week has been the withdrawal of Ted Sorensen as the 
nominee of Jimmy Carter to be Derer eer of the Central In- 
telligence Agency. And there' a fair amount of confusion 
about the story. You may att that on Monday of this week, 
Vice President-elect Mondale and Hamilten Jordan, two men who 
are close to Jimmy Carter, were on the "Today" program, saying 
that they expected Carter to fully back Mr. Sorensen. Less 
than an hour later, Mr. Sorensen voluntarily withdrew his own 


name. The question, of course, was? how soon did Mr. Carter 
know that Mr. Sorensen was going to pull himself out ef conten- 
ti 


Well, last night a source close to the President-elect 


told NBC News that Mr. Carter knew on Saturday of this past week. 
And as for Sorensen's reaction to all of it, well, one of his 
close friends questioned him about how Mr. Carter had supported 
him. Sorensen reportedly said he didn't put a noose around my 
neck, but he kicked the chair out from beneath me. So that's a 
story that will be banging around Washington for the next ten 
days or so, as President-elect Jimmy Carter now tries to decide 


on a new nominee to head the Central Pnkey Greene Agency. 


With us this morning is a man who got a great deal of 
bventhen when he was the Director of the Central Intelligence 
gency, William Colby, who has since left the agency, has now 
esumed the practice of law here in Washington, D. C. 


+ ae 


Mr. Colby, do you think the criticism of Ted Sorensen 
was justifiable made by some of the senators for the publication 
of classified material? 
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WILLIAM COLBY: Well, I think that Mr. Serensen's views 
about the fact that we need less of our intelligence material 


classified are appropriate. I think that's true myself. I've 
always believed that. Some people say maybe that’s why I got 
fired toe. But nonetheless, I think that our intelligence 


has to serve the constitutional process, and that means that 
it has to be made available to our Congress and te our people 
so that they can make good decisions about foreign policy. 


Nonetheless, I think we do have some secrets that we 


need to protect. And I think drawing the line between what 
should be made public and what should remain secret is going 
to require a continuing effort. I think that the way to answer 


this is to geo through a hearing and leok into it carefully, get 
the comments of the individual involved and then make a judgment 
as to whether they're appropriate. I thought Mr. Sorensen's 
defense was quite eloquent on this. 


TOM PETTIT: Mr. Colby, Mr. Sorensen said that the 


intelligence community, did not seem quite. ready to accept him. 
What did you do to prevent his nomination going through? 


refused to do so. 
PETTIT: Who called you, sir? 
COLBY: tL _really would rather not say. 
PETTI(: A person in the agency teday? 
COLBY: No. No. A person outside ae agency entirely. 
PETTIT: In the Senate? | 
COLBY: Pelitical figure. 
PETTITT: In the Senate? 


COLBY: And I just decided that I wasn't going to parti- 
cipate in that kind of an effort. : 


BROKAW: On what grounds did they want you te oppose 
his nemination? 


COLBY: They didn't really go into it in any depth. I 
had seen some of the published material about his being a con- 
scientious objector and things of that nature. But I think that 
the problem really is that the President ought to be able to 
nominate his own man. But the Senate committee ought to look 
very carefully into his qualifications. My own confirmation 
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earings took a number of days. I was. called just about every 

ame in the book by a lot of people. And I answered those ques~ 
‘dons, and eventually enough of the Senate voted for me te approve 
me. 


op a 


| PETTIT: Did you think Mr. Sorensen was qualified to 
head the CIA? 


COLBY: I think he had a number of qualifications that 
were quite impressive. I think his experience in the White 

House as a user of intelligence, his ability toa put words to- 
gether and get conclusions I think is one of the most challenging 
problems of intelligence. 


| PETTIT: In short, you would have approved his going 
H ee, 
ee that office 


GOLBY: Yes, certainly. 


PETTIT: There is a bit of a controversy going on 

about intelligence estimates concerning the Russian military 
build-up, or so-called build-up. How much ef a problem is 

there in coordinating the CIA and the Pentagon? . 

_COLBY: Well, there's not a problem. There're obvicusly 
different views. I mean some of these issues doen't have any 

pat answers, and there're a lot of different opinions. I think 
intelligence, the process, is one of gathering together all those 
different views and trying to search the best answer. We made-a 
particular effort to include differing, dissenting opinions in 
intelligence estimates. And as I understand the process this 
year, they called in an outside group to criticize the results 


of the professional assessment. 
| 


| BROKAW: But that was done clearly for political reasons, 
don't you think? s 

COLBY: No, I don't think so. I think that this was a 
process that we had discussed sometime ago, making sure thaf 
these important estimates get an adversary process, that they 

be attacked and the people have to defend why they come to these 
opinions. ; 


BROKAW: Can you make a judgment about the critical 
question involved in those analysis, whether the Soviet Union 
is attempting to achieve military superiority? 

| 
COLBY: I think that's a little bit ef a false issue, 
quite frankly. I think the question isn’t what the intention 
lof the people in the Kremlin this moment is. I think the ques~ 
tion is where are we headed in the future, what is the likely 
shape of the world in the next ten years. 


a Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


‘ Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


-4- 


Clearly the Soviet Union's a superpower. Clearly they've 


built up not only their nuclear strength, but particularly their 
conventional strength. I think that they have the intention 

of certainly protecting themselves against invasion, as they 
were subjected to, and continuing toe build their strength. 

And if their predictions that the West is going to fall apart 
come true, then they will inherit the world. They have that 
belief as part of their religion, you might say. 


PETTIT: Mr. Colby, based on your own experience at 
the CIA, can you tell us that the Russian miliitary build-up 
began in 1973, as both intelligence agencies, the Pentagon and 
the CIA, are telling us now? 


COLBY: No, I don't think it began in 1973. It began 
long before that. Obviously after the Cuban Missile Crisis of 
1962 they were resolved to increase their nuclear strength where 
they had been shown to be totally inferior. And they have 
built up te parity in nuclear strength. They have also, how- 
ever, modernized their army, extended their navy so that it now 
sails all the seas of the world, as distinct from being a small 
coastal defense force. 


BROKAW: Very briefly, Mr. Colby, Mr. Carter is now 
making a decision about who he nominates next. You came up 
through the ranks, so to speak, in the intelligence community. 
Do you know think, in reflection, that it’s important to have 
an outsider head the agency at this time? 


COLBY: Even when I was in there in that job, I said 
that I believed that it’s prebably best that the intelligence 


community have an outside chief. I think that enables him to 
operate. One of our best directors was John McCone, whe was an 
outsider. And I think he was independent of the activities of 


the agency, could make decisions and use it toe serve the country 
in the best way. 


BROKAW: William Colby, fermer Director of the Central 
Intelligence Agency. 
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* tight-mouthed official, ex-."'a key adviser in crisis situa- 
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~ many who felt for other rea- ‘subsequently -adopted “in- 


sons that Carter had made New York politics. As he 
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if the oil is in small particles, droplets, or 
tarry luraps, [..- ] and that much of it 
settles quickly below the surface. As we shall 
see, oil films and droplets near the surface 
and DDY and other oil-soluble chlorinated 
hydrocarbons may have combined effects on 
the high seas which may do serious damage 
to open ocean ecosystems. 
MODES OF HYDROCARBON REMOVAL FROM 
THE OCEANS 


Hydrocarbons in the sea are diluted and 
dispersed by natural mixing and eventually 
disappear by microbial or physical oxidation, 
evaporation, and burial in the bottom sedi- 
ments. 

Hydrocarbons dissoived or suspended in the 
water column are eventually destroyed by 
bacteria, fungi, and other microorganisms. 
Some workers have found that the most toxic 
compounds are also the most refractory to 
microbial destruction, though the evidence 
is somewhat conflicting on this point. 

Wo single microbial species will degrade any 
whole crude oil, Bacteria are highly selective 
and complete degradation requires numerous 
different bacterial species. Bacterial oxida- 
tion of hydrocarbons produces many inter- 
mediates which may be more toxic than the 
hydrocarbons; therefore, organisms are also 
required that will further attack hydrocarbon 
decomposition products. 

The oxygen requirement in marine bac- 
terial oil degradation is served. Complete oxi- 
dation of one gallon of crude oil requires 
all of the dissolved oxygen in 400,000 gallons 
of air-saturated seawater at 60°F. (This is 
equivalent to a layer of water one foot deep 
covering 1.2 acres.) Oxidation may be inhib- 
ited in areas where the oxygen content has 
been lowered by previous pollution, and the 
bacterial degradation may cause additional 
damage through oxygen. depletion. 

The rate of oxidation is strongly affected 
by the temperature of the water, being at 
least ten times slower at 40°F than at 80°, 
and much slower still when the water is near 
freezing temperature. 


REBECCA REID OF DALLAS-— 
MISS TEENAGE AMERICA 


HON. JAMES M. COLLINS 


: OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, January 20, 1977 _ 


Mr. COLLINS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
Rebecca Ann Reid was chosen in Decem- 
per as Miss Teenage America for 1977. 
Rebecca is the daughter of Mr. and Mrs. 
Robert H. Reid of Dallas, Tex. She is a 
straight-A high school senior, a talented 
pianist and singer, 17 years old, 5 feet 
and 7 inches, 120 pounds. 

’ Miss Teenage America was selected on 
her “positive image” from 20,000 entries. 
Tt’s more than beauty, as this recognition 
is based on the girl with an all-around 
outlook. Miss Reid is attractive, gracious, 
charming, talented, and poised. I am 
mighty proud ‘to have Rebecca Reid as 
a neighbor in the Third District of Texas. 


The Dallas Times-Herald reported Re- 
becca’s answers from a Press Conference 
at the National Pageant: 

On women’s lib. “Every woman should be 
free to pursue the career of her choice. She 
should have the same advantages and dis- 
advantages as men, And if she wants to be a 
homemaker, she should have that right, too, 
and be proud of her accomplishments.” 

_ On premarital sex. “I can only answer for 
myself, I’ve been raised to believe that sex 


belongs only in marriage and I could never 
have premarital sex.” : 

On drug abuse. “I go to a school (W. T. 
White High School) where a lot of students 
use drugs. [t's their individual choice, but 
I don’t think they'll find the answers to their 
problems there. I have never used drugs and 
feel it’s not right for me.” : : 

On the future. “After my year as Miss 


. Teenage America, I will go to SMU or Baylor 


to study piano pedagogy—playing and teach- 
ing plano. After I graduate, I would Itke to 
get married and have a-family, and I feel 
that teaching piano is’a profession that I 
could do with a family.” 

A 

4 
. \ 
SORENSEN EVADES ISSUES OF 
1 _SUBSTANCE 


y. 


inn tesiqacess’s ae 
HON. LARRY McDONALD 
OF GEORGIA : 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, January 20, 1977 


Mr. McDONALD. Mr. Speaker, in an 
overwrought, highly emotional state- 
ment made before the Senate Select 
Committee on Intelligence Monday, 
Theodore Cy: Sorensen complained of 
“nersonal attacks on my integrity.” How~- 
ever, Mr. Sorensen was appearing to 
make his statement before any witnesses 
were heard either on his behal? or in 
opposition to his nomination as Director 
of the Central Intelligence Agency and 
had not been the subject of any personal 
attack. But he was by then well aware 
of the evidence developed from his public 
acts and statements which proved his 
unsuitability for the post. 

On Tuesday, January 18, Mr. Sorensen 
appeared on a national television pro- 
gram, and in the course of an interview 
said that those who opposed his nomi- 
nation were “able to seize upon events in 
my life, which were totally innocent, and 
to distort them and to lie about them and 
spread these false accusations.” : 

Making no attempt at refutation, Mr. 
Sorensen continued by making an attack 
on unnamed Members of the Senate 
saying, 

There is a different standard for Senators 
who are permitted to leak, permitted to have 
conflicts of interest, permitted to utter the 
most, hypocritical statements, regardless of 
truth,.and dissemble in other ways. 


AS one who respects our Senate; and 
also as one who vocally opposed the 
nomination of Mr. Sorensen, I believe 
that the record should be set straight, 
and his statement, a well-crafted exer- 
cise in evasion and innuendo, briefly 
analyzed. ‘ 

First, Mr. Sorensen said that it was 
“totally false” that he had leaked classi- 
fied information for political purposes. 
He then admitted that he had leaked 
classified materials to the press when di- 
rected to do so by the President. He ad- 
mitted that he had removed classified 
material from the White House while he 
worked there and had taken it home. 
This is an exceedingly lax practice, yet 
Mr: Sorensen did not say whether in re- 
flection he now considered that im- 
proper. It is not only improper, but in- 
dicative of those who feel that by virtue 
of high office they are above the law. 
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“This arfogance is further demon~- 

strated in Mr. Sorensen’s sworn state- 
ment. filed in 1971 in the case United 
States against The New York Times Co. 
in which he said: 

-A determination by the Government or 
anyone else as to whether our nation’s se- 
curity requires the withholding from public 
view of any particular document or docu- 
ments is not a matter requiring military 
or other highly specialized expertize. 


Mr, Sorensen went on to say that his 
affidavits in the Pentagon Papers cases 
“accurately described the practices then 
prevalent in Washington.” He also said 
he never “approved of anyone’ who 
“compromised the national security of 
this country.” Yet his affidavits were in 
support of the theft and dissemination 
of top secret Defense Department docu- 
ments by Elisberge and Russo, and his 
affidavits implied his own actions. were 
somewhat similar. 

Sorensen denied he improperly took 
classified and other Government docu- 
ments with him when he left White 
House employment in 1964, but he went 
on to admit that although some of the 
documents had been produced by him, 
many of them had heen produced by 
other people or had been made available 
to him only because of his White House 
employment. In the recent controversy 
over Secretary Kissinger’s files, Mr. Kis- 
singer had only claimed ownership of 
material he had produced. 

Sorensen then went on to an involved 
attempt to justify his removal of an ad- 
mitted 76 cartons of documents which 
indicates his double standard of public 
morality. He specifically stated that no 
“communications intelligence’ docu- 
ments were among the 76 cartons he 
removed from the White House. Yet 
among the documents in the two volumes 
among very many of the Pentagon pa- 
pers which Sorensen specifically declared 
to be “innocuous” were communications 
which had been transmitted in our top 
codes marked “Top Secret—for the eyes 
of the President only.” A foreign intelli- 
gence agency, by comparing the clear 
text with the coded transmission, can be 
aided greatly in breaking our crypto- 
graphic techniques. By his specific denial 


- that he had removed communications in- 


telligence documents for his own use, 
Sorensen shows clearly that he does un- 
derstand the significance of communica- 
tions intelligence documents to an enemy 
intelligence service: Why then did he 
defend Ellsberg’s theft of the same sort 
of classified material? 

When questioned by the press in a 
news conference immediately following 
his statement, Scrensen was asked as to 
whether he would condemn Ellsberg’s 
actions now. He refused to answer saying 
that it was irrelevant in 1977 even though 
his support of Ellsberg was a major fac- 
tor in his own unsuitability for high 
office. , 

In his attempt to shift his personal 
responsibility for the removal of White 
House and classified documents onto 
others, Sorensen stated that a General 
Services Administration official had in- 
formed him that the documents Sorensen 
had created and accumulated were his 
personal property. This appears to be a 
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brandnew function for GSA, whose au- 
thority over building maintenance Mr. 
Sorensen would increase to include de- 
classification of documents classified by 
other and duly aber Government 
agencies, 

Mr. Sorensen bArnttted that after using 
those documents to write a book for his 
personal profit, he donated them to the 
National Archives and took a tax deduc~ 
tion reported in the New York Times as 
being $231,000. 

Sorensen stated with regard to his two 
affidavits ior the defense in the Pentagon 
papers cases: 

I make no apology for having responded 
to the requests of counsel in both cases to 
attest to the inconsistencies and anomalities 
of government classification practices. 


But Mr. Sorensen was not testifying 
about Government classification pro~ 
cedures. 

Mr. Sorensen was testifying about the 
wanton violation of those classification 
procedures by persons taking advantage 
of their closeness to the President to 
avoid punishment for their actions. 
These people demonstrated they had no 
respect for the procedures instituted to 
protect our country’s secrets. And in the 
New York Times Pentagon papers pub-~ 
Heation case, Sorensen testified he felt 
the release of the secret documents a 
benefit to the United States. 

Further, as most of my colleagues who 
are lawyers by profession well know, in 
defending a criminal trial, the. defense 
counsel is particularly careful as to what 
questions are asked of a friendly witness 
and how they are asked. In the Eilsberg 
ease, Mr. Sorensen was Cooperating with 
Leonard Boudin, for decades: a member 
of the Communist Party’s foremost legal 
bulwark, the National Lawyers Guild, 
whose firm has been the representative 
of the brutally repressive Communist 
regime of Fidel Castro in Cuba since 
1961. 

Both in his statement to the Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence and on 
television, Mr. Sorensen made reference 
to his pacifist views and his former con- 
scientious objector status as reasons for 
anonymous attacks on him. 

Mr. Speaker, my statements regarding 
Mr. Sorensen’s conscientious objector 
status and its implications were certainly 
not anonymous, and were clearly identi- 
fied in the press and on the wire services 
ag heing made by me. Let me reiterate, I 
do not believe that the Director of the 
CIA, some of whose employees daily risk 


their lives in the service of their country, . 


should be a conscientious objector. Mr. 
Sorensen registered as such 4 years be- 
fore the outbreak of the Korean war; he 
made, sure that he was not compelled to 
serve when that war broke out. Mr. Sor- 
ensen spoke of preferring service on the 
battlefield as a medical corpsman saving 
lives instead of taking lives but he per- 
formed no such service. 

Mr. Sorensen also said that while he 
sought conscientious objector status for 
himself, he was quite prepared to advise 
the President to use his military options, 
in other words the lives of other men, in 
the furtherance of US. foreign policy. I 

. maintain that it is the height of hypoc- 
racy to be willing to send other men to 
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do what you say you find personally 
repugnant. 

With regard to Mr. Sorensen’s work for 
foreign principals, Mr. Sorensen stated 
on December 22, 1976, at a Plains, Ga., 
press conference that he had never reg- 
istered as a foreign agent because there Js 
an exemption for legal services under the 
Foreign Agent Registration Act. Yet in 
his Senate Intelligence Committee state- 
ment, Mr. Sorensen admitted that he had 
represented Iran, Zaire, Sierra Leone, 
and the Canadian province of Newfound- 
Jand in commercial disputes or negotia- 
tions. Under the law and as a matter of 
professional ethics, Theodore Sorensen 
should have registered as a foreign agent. 

After asserting that all of these points 
about his past public activities—-which 
contrary to logic, Mr. Sorensen insisted 
were private, Mr. Sorensen said there 
were only two legitimate questions which 
could be raised about his qualifications: 
‘my experience in intelligence’ and ‘‘the 
question of my views.” : 

Mr. Sorensen stated in his Ellsberg 
affidavit that he had, during his employ- 
ment by President Kennedey as White 
House Special Counsel, participated in 
National Security meetings, In his testi- 
mony for the defense in the trial of Dan- 
iel Elisberg and Anthony Russo, Mr. 
Sorensen further stated: 

I attended, after the Bay of Pigs [April 17, 
1961], virtually all of the formal meetings of 
the National Security Council. I was not a 
statutory member, but was asked hy the 
President to sit in and observe, 

a * * Ls + 

President Kennedy, very frankly, regarded 
the National Security Council formal meet- 
ings as something of a formal bore. He pre- 
ferred to make real decisions on foreign pol- 
icy in smaller sessions with those officials 
whom he regarded as being particularly in- 
formed and particularly concerned. 


Mr. Speaker, it should be noted that I 
am, only referring to the Russo/Elisherg 
trial, a matter on which Mr. Sorensen 
complained at the Senate Intelligence 
Committee hearing, because Mr. Soren- 
sen himself made no mention of any 
association with the National Security 
Council in his New York Times Pentagon 
Papers publication affidavit. 

The transcript of a Plains, Ga.,.press 
conference on December 22, 1976, ‘quotes 
Mr.-#erensen as saying, 

I did serve on the Executive Committee of 
the National Security Council under Presi- 
dent Kennedy. 


Again, under oath, Mr. Sorensen dsone 
to the Senate Intelligence Committee of 
my service on the Executive Committee 
of the National Security Council. 

The difference between being a non- 
participating observer and service on the 
Executive Committee is considerable; 
and this play with words was, I believe, 
indicative of Mr. Sorensen’s imaginative 
skill to which I made reference in the 
testimony I prepared on his nomination. 
See CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, Jan. 17, 1977, 
£190-191. ; 

As he made clear in his Elisberg testi- 
mony, Mr, Sorensen was not invoived in 
setting policy, He was a White House 
speechwriter, responsible for articulating 
policies developed by others and explain- 
ing them to the press and public. Speech- 
writer to the President is a honorable 
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position, but jn no way can the reading 
of the daily CIA summaries and back- 
grounders provided to the White House 
be considered experience in intelligence. 

Mr. Sorensen stated as part of his 
qualifications that he has written and 
lectured widely on international affairs. 
Again, that does not make Mr. Sorensen 
anh expert in the principles of intelligence 
gathering. I would also note that among 
his Jectures were speeches in 1967 and © 
1968 before businessmen’s associations in 
which he advocated increased trade with 
the Soviet Union despite Russian eqtutp- 
ping and sponsoring the North Vietna- 
mese Communists who were killing U.S. 
servicemen in Vietnam. Mr. Sorensen 
stated he had met with Soviet Foreign 
Trade Minister Nikolai S. Patolichev who 
also, of course, supported U.S. sales of 
high technology items to the U.S.8S.R. 
But Mr, Sorensen did not tell his audi- 
ence that he was then representing 
American business interests seeking to 
expand their sales to the Soviet Union, 
and that an increase in such trade would 
be of direct financial benefit to him and 
his firm. 

With regard to his views, a topic he 
feels is legitimate, ‘Mr. Sorensen stated 
that he is not a pacifist. But I believe I 
have already sufficlently discussed the 
hypocrisy of a man who states he has 
been ready to risk other men’s lives in 
military actions he personally finds 
morally repugnant. . 

Equally serious is Mr. Sorensen’s state- 
ment that he would virtually abolish 
elandestine CIA activity. In his 1975 
book, “Watchmen in the Night,” Soren- 
sen wrote: ‘ 

The covert political and paramilitary oper- 
ations of the CIA (as distinct from its foreign 
intelligence and analysis functions) still 
occupy too much of its budget and person- 
nel, * * * The continuing value of these clan- 
destine operations and their effect on US 
foreign relations should be critically reexam-. 
ined * * * in the light of progress toward 
detente, developments in international and 
constitutional law, the new technology of 
intelligence collection and analysis, and the 
demonstrated ineffectiveness of any foreign 
operations, overt or covert, which are not 
backed by a broad national consensus. 


Ia his Senate statement, Sorensen said. 
he favored a foreign policy that prefers 
where possible the risks of peace to the 
risks of war and that helieved in: 

The application of moral and legal stana- 
ards to national security decisions, including 
the limitation. of covert operations to ex- 
traordinary circumstances involving the vital 
national interests of our country, with timely 
review by the appropriate Congressional 
Committees and written authorization by 
the President and his senior Cabinet officials. 


Here we have Mr. Sorensen advocating 
bolicies also pressed by groups reflect- 
ing the policies of Moscow and Havana 
such as the Institute for Policy Studies, 
Center for National Security Studies 
and Center for Defense Information, 
which hold that the United States should 
restrict iis intelligence agency to mere 
collection of publicly available docu- 
ments--a joke in Communist countries, 
and the long-range technical collection 
of information such as satellite photos 
and the monitoring of radio broadcasts. 

Under these rules the United States 
may rot develop another General Pen- 
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kovsky or use any other person as & 
covert intelligence agent; nor. can the 
United States provide any covert assist~ 
ance, financial, technical or whatever, to 
any free world ally, whether country, 
group or individual, who is fighting Com- 
munist subversion. ; ‘ 

We have heard from representatives 
of the American Civil Liberties Union 
which is working closely with the above- 
named groups the bizarre morality used 
to condemn covert operations—that any- 
thing covert requires a cover story and 
that a cover requires deception, decep- 
tion requires lies, and therefore all co- 
vert activities are “immoral” and must 
be abolished. 

Tt is a perversion of morality to argue 
that in 1977, faced with the activities 
of hostile intelligence agencies in the 
service of agressive totalitarian regimes 
who have vowed our ultimate destruc- 
tion, the United States must forswear 
any secret methods of finding out what 
our enemies intend and of aiding our 
friends. 

In commenting on the Senate Intel- 
ligence Committee hearing for the bene- 
fit of a TV audience Tuesday, Mr. Sor- 
ensen said, ; 

I worry about a country in which an in- 
dividual who has done no wrong, who had 
not even been heard yet in his own defense, 
could be condemned and prejudiced on the 
basis of these false, anonymous accusations. 


‘But it was apparent that Mr. Soren- 
sen’s statement and withdrawal from 
the nomination last Monday, and his 

‘press statements since have been de- 
signed to prevent the facts from being 
aired, He was not questioned by the 
Members of the Senate Committee; nor 
were those prepared to testify to the 
facts concerning him given the oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. Sorensen acted so that only his 
own self-serving statements would ap- 
pear on the hearing record; however, 
the Senate Select Committee on Intelli- 
gence did enter into the hearing record 
the affidavits Mr. Sorensen had made in 
the Elisberg and New York Times Penta- 
gon Papers cases. 

THE SORENSEN AFFIDAVITS 


Mr. Speaker, herewith are the full 
texts of the affidavits which Theodore C. 
Sorensen submitted in the two Pentagon 
Papers cases, United States against New 
York Times Company, et al., and United 
States dgainst Russo and Elisberg: 

. [In the U.S. District Court, Southern District 
s of New York, Civil Action 71-2662] 
Unirep SraTes OF AMERICA, PLAINTIFF, V. THE 

New York Times CoMPANY, ET AL., DE~ 

FENDANTS 
State oF New Yore, 

County of New York, ss: 

Theodore C. Sorensen, being duly sworn, 
deposes and says: 

1. IT am a member of the law firm of Paul, 
Weiss, Goldberg, Rifkind, Wharton & Garri- 
son, 945 Park Avenue, New York, New York. 

2. Waving served as a lawyer in both the 
Executive and Legislative branches of the 
Federal Government from 1951 to 1964, in- 
cluding more than three years as Special 
Counsel to the President, at which time I 
held a top security clearance, read classified 
documents daily, and drafted many such 
‘documents to or for the President, I am very 
familiar with the United States Govern- 
‘Menit’s practices regarding the classification 
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of various papers in the name of national 
security. 

3. Having read the materials appearing in 
the New York Times on June 13, 14 and 15, 
1971, I am familiar in a general way with 
the Times’ publication of summaries of, eX- 
cerpts from and documents attached to & 
historical study of this nation’s deepening 
involvement in the Vietnam War conducted 
by the Department of Defense. . 

4. A determination by the Government or 
anyone else as to whether our nation’s secu- 
rity requires the withholding from public 
view of any particular document or docu- 
ments is not a matter requiring military or 
other highly specialized expertise. The highly 
individual and frequently arbitrary opinion 
of the classifying officer is thus entitled to no 
or little more weight than the opinion of any 
other informed and concerned citizen. “Top 
secret” stamps are frequently and routinely 
applied with only the briefest and loosest 
consideration of what, if any; direct and 
concrete injury to the nation’s security in- 
terest would result if the general public 
were to be granted access to the informa- 
tion; and, once applied, the tenure of such 
classification rarely if ever reflects a thought- 
ful reconsideration of whether the passage 
of time and events has altered the original 
grounds. The public’s right to be informed, 
and the Congress’ right to be informed, have 
not to my knowledge been regarded as im- 
portant criteria by those determining clas- 
sifications. 

5. The nation’s security does legitimately 
require the withholding from public view for 
an appropriate period and no longer certain 
documents, including those which if revealed 
could endanger or otherwise adversely affect 
the lives or movements of American military 
personnel. In addition, foreign governments 
are ordinarily entitled to expect that their 
confidential communications to our govern- 
ment will be treated with the same regard 
for their wishes as they provide for our con- 
fidential communications to them; and the 
President is ordinarily entitled to recelve 
the kind of candid advice and reports from 
his top civilian and military subordinates 
which is possible only if they can be certain 
that words intended for his eyes alone are 
not shortly thereafter transmitted to the 
general public. : 

6. The question of whether any particular 
document or documents should remain secret 
today is thus one of balancing these inter- 
ests, and the New York Times, a Federal 
Judge, a Senator or a citizen may be as cap- 
able of making that Judgment as any one in 
the Executive Branch. My own judgment 
is that, on balance, publication by the New 
York Times of the documents in question in 
this case is not injurious to the national se- 
curity. No current or future military opera- 
tions or present top government officials ap- 
pear to be involved in any way. No serious 
embarrassment to any foreign government 
appears to be involved. None of the infor- 
mation and opinions revealed appear to 
have any current facets requiring continued 
secrecy. 

7. On the contrary I believe the national 
security interests of the United States will 
be irreparably injured if these documents 
are suppressed from public and Congressional 
view: if the United States, on the verge of 
several fateful decisions in the Middle East, 
Latin America and Asia, is thereby prevented 
as a nation from learning the true history 
of what went wrong in Vietnam; if the same 
policies of concealment and deception which 
prevented debate and produced mistakes in 
this nation’s approach to Vietnam are there- 
by judicially encouraged to continue; if the 
very purpose of this objective historical study 
is thereby frustrated, and the cost in time 
and talent invested in its evolution wasted, 
by confining its circulation to a handful of 
high officials who largely supported the orig- 
inal policy; and if the courts of this coun- 


E 277 


try, by enjoining a free press and permit- 
ting the concealment of official error, thereby 
erase still one more important distinction 
between ourselves and our adversaries. 

8. I understand that this affidavit will be 
submitted in opposition to the motion made 
on behalf of the Plaintif€ for an order en- 
joining further publication by the New York 
Times of this material. : 
THEDORE C. SORENSEN. 

New Yor«, N.Y, June 17, 1971. . 

{U.5. District Court for the Central District 
of California, No, 9373-(WMB)-CDj 
UNIrep STATES OF AMERICA, PLAINTIFF, VS. 

ANTHONY JOSEPH Russo, Jx., DANIEL ELLs~- 

BERG, DEFENDANTS : 


Srate or New YorRK, 
County of New York, ss: 


‘Theodore C. Sorenson, being duly sworn, 
deposes and says: 

1, I am a member of the law frm of Paul, 
Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison, 345 
Park Avenue, New York, New York. 

2. Having served as a lawyer in both the 
Executive and Legislative branches of the 
Federal Government from 1951 to 1964, in- 
cluding more than three years as Special 
Counsel to the President, at which time I 
held a top security clearance, participated in 
National Security Council meetings, read 
classified documents daily, and drafted many 
such documents to or for the President, I am 
very familiar with the United States Gov- 
ernment’s military, diplomatic and intelli- 
gence operations, pelicies and practices, as 
well as those regarding the classification of 
various papers in the name of national se- 
curity. I regard myself as a devoutly loyal 
citizen who is proud of his years of public 
service and who recognizes the need for a 
limited amount of secrecy in government. 

3.I can flatly state that “top secret” stamps 
are frequently and routinely applied with 
ory the briefest and loosest consideration of 
what, if any, direct and concrete injury to 
the nation’s security interest would result if 
the general public were to be granted access 
to the information; and, once appled, the 
tenure of such classifications rarely if ever 
reflects a thoughtful reconsideration of 
whether the passage of time and events has 
altered the original grounds. The public's 
right to be informed, and the Congress's right 
to be informed, have not to my knowledge 
been regarded as important criteria by those 
determining classifications.’ Nor ts considera- 
tion given to the danger of irreparable injury 
to the national security interest of the 
United States if the public and Congress are 
denied facts necessary for an informed Judg- 
ment, enlightened debate, the correction of 
mistakes, the discontinuation of invalid poli- 
cies and strategies, and the prevention of a 
repetition of past errors. 

4, I have frequently read classified docu- 
menis containing information which was 
not secret, or the secrecy of which was not 
necessary for any conceivable purpose related 
to national security as distinguished from 
political embarrassment, or which the public 
and Congress had every right and reason to 
know in a democracy. Many such documents 
contained information which was well known 
to this country’s enemies or adversaries who 
were involved therein; and thus the only 
people denied this information as a result 
of the classification of the documents were 
the members of the Cengress and the general 
public. ; ; 

5. During my years in the White House it 
was not unusual for me or other government 
officials to have photocopied or otherwise re- 
produced classified documents or excerpts 
therefrom; to take such documents home for 
review: or to quote from them, summarize 
them, or otherwise utilize them in “off-the- 
record,” “background,” or other kinds of ses- 
sions with one or more representatives of the 
news media and occasionally in speeches. No 
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formal authority was sought or obtained for 
such use, and no investigation or prosecution 
ensued. On the contrary, the President, Sec- 
retary of State, Secretary of Defense, Attor- 
ney General, Special Assistant for National 

. Security Affairs, Director of C.I.A. and other 
members of the National Security Council 
knowingly and deliberately disseminated 
such information from time to time in order 
to advance the interests of a particular per- 
son, policy, political party or Department, or 
the Administration itself or, in their opinion, 
the national interest. Lesser officials often 
did the same for these reasons and others— 
including the maintenance of friendship 
with newsmen, a desire to demonstrate how 
yauch they knew or how important they 
were, a desire to undercut a rival official or 
agency, or a desire to oppose a policy or pro- 
posal with which they disagreed. While the 
President frequently expressed irritation over 
these “leaks” of classified information and 
documents, an investigation was rarely or- 
dered and-—even where the originator of the 
unauthorized dissemination was discovered— 
prosecution was never ordered. 

6. It was the view of President John F. 
Kennedy “that the dangers of exclusive and 
unwarranted concealment of pertinent facts 
far outweigh[ed] the dangers which are cited 
to justify it . . . No President should fear 
serutiny of his program. For from that 
scrutiny comes understanding; and from 
that understanding comes support or opposi- 
tion. And hoth are necessary ...T have com- 
plete confidence In the response and dedica- 
tion of our citizens whenever they are fully 
informed ... [G]Jovernment at all levels must 
meet its obligation to provide you | the press] 
with the fullest possible information outside 
the narrowest limits of national security .. .” 
{Address, American Newspapers Publishers 
Association, April 27, 1961.) Even this speech, 
in which the President at the height of the 
Cold War was concerned about the publica- 
tion of necessarily secret information and 
appealed to the nation’s press to voluntarily 
and privately consider its own responsibilities 
in this regard, he fused to propose, much 
less impose, any form of governmental re- 
straint, and spoke sharply against censorship, 
concealment, the stifling of dissent and the 
covering up of mistakes, and urged only 
self-discipline and self-restraint as the basis 
for preventing harmful unauthorized dis- 
closures. On the basis of many conversations 
with the President on this topic, I know that 
this was consistent with his belief and prac- 
tice. He stated to me and others his belief 
that the press erred in withholding the ad- 
vance information it possessed on the Bay of 
Pigs invasion, Inasmuch as revelation of the 
real facts would have caused him to call off 
that ill-considered venture. 

7. In the course of working on that speech 
for the President, and preparing for his sub- 
sequent meeting with the nation’s top edi- 
tors on this topic, the Central Intelligence 
Agency and others directed to my attention a 
long lst of unauthorized disclosures to the 
press which, in the opinion of the CJ.A., 
seriously compromised our national security. 
Some of these examples were summarized in. 
the aforementioned Presidential speech as 
follows: 

“{D]etails of this nation’s covert prepara- 
tions to counter the enemy's covert opera-~ 
tions have been available to every newspaper 
reader, friend and foe alike; that the size, the 
strength, the location and the nature of our 
forces anda weapons, and our plans and 
strategy for their use, have all been pin- 
pointed in the press and other news media to 
a degree sufficient to satisfy any foreign 
power; and that, in at least one case, the pwh- 
lication of details concerning a secret 
mechanism whereby satellites were followed 
required its alternation at the expense of 
considerable time and money.” 

Further examples provided to me aiter this 
speech included newspaper and magazine 


stories revealing details on new weapons; 
on U.S. methods of detecting Soviet mis- 
sile and other tests; on SAMOS and other 
reconnaissance satellites; on the U.S. bar- 
gaining position in advance of the Test 
Ban talks in Geneva; on the internal memo- 
randum regarding military strategy from 
the Secretary of State to the Secretary of 
Defense; on comparative U.S. and Soviet de- 
velopments in the use of nuclear propul- 
sion for submarines, carriers, aircraft, 
rockets and power plants; and on a variety 
of Soviet weaponry developments, publica- 
tion of which revealed to the Russians 
our ability to monitor those developments. I 
was also informed that the technical de- 
tails of a nuclear weapon triggering device 
had been leaked a decade earlier to Drew 
Pearson. Being generally familiar with the 
“Pentagon Papers” which appeared in the 
press last year, I Know of nothing in those 
documents which compares in any way with 
the seriousness of some of the above men- 


tioned disclosures. Revelations of past 
strategy, discussion, considerations, pre- 
dictions, information, priorities, plans 


and assessments, unlike the then-cur- 
rent information and technology revealed 
in some of these cases, cannot com- 
promise current national security. But no 
prosecution occurred in any of those cases. 

8. Classified documents or the informa- 
tion contained therein also reached public 
view through the books and articles of 
former government officials. I have many 
times observed this practice and par- 
ticipated In it. In keeping with the 


‘long-standing practice that the papers 


and files of the President and. his top 
appointees belong to them and may be re- 
moved from their offices at the conclusion 
of their service, I removed 67 vartons of 
papers, documents and files of all kinds 
(7 cartons of which were “classified’) from 
my office in the White House upon my de- 
parture in February of 1964. I drew upon 
this material, keeping some of it in my own 
home, in writing the book “Kennedy,” pub- 
lished in 1965. The classified material in- 
cluded copies of the Kennedy-Khrushchev 
correspondence, the transcript of their sum- 
mit meeting at Vienna, secret memoranda 
and directives relating to the Cuban missile 
crisis, Berlin, Laos and Congo crises, and the 
Bay of Pigs, as well as other Presidential 
letters and memoranda of conversations, Al- 
though I generally did not use quotation 
marks when extracting classified material 
and submitted portions of the manuscript 
for informal review to individuals who then 
or previously served in high national se- 
curity positions, I did not seek or obtain any 
formal clearance or approval from the gov- 
ernment and was at no time questioned or 
reprimanded in this regard. The government, 
speaking through the National Archives, 
asked me as the lawful owner of these pa- 
pers to donate them to the United States of 
America for eventual deposit in the John 
Fitzgerald Kennedy Library; and the gov- 
ernment, acting through the Internal Reve- 
nue Service, recognized that these were my 
property i-granting a tax deduction for this 
gift. The.Jegislative history of the Presi- 
dential Libraries Act of 1955 and the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949 made clear that these were my papers 
to dispose of as I saw fit, much as Sherman 
Adams, Samuel Rosenman, Clark Clifford 
and a great many others had done before 
me. 

9. I also served as unofficial editor of the 
posthumously published manuscript on the 
Cuban. missile crisis by Robert F. Kennedy 
entitled “Thirteen Days.” That manuscript 
quoted from previously classified letters of 
President Kennedy and Soviet Chairman 
Nikita Khrusbehev, summarized a highly 
classified memorandum to the Attorney Gen- 
eval from J. Edgar Hoover, and quoted a 
yariety of exivemely confidential conversa- 
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tions. No question was raised with respect t: 
this publication. 

10. What all of the above boils dowi to is 
this; The government has always recoynized 
and accepted the fact that arbitrary, incon- 
sistent and indiscriminate over-classification 
of documents exists; and that consequently 
large amounts of classified materlal are 
passed from the government to the public: 
sometimes to the government’s embarrass- 
ment, occasionally even to its injury—as part. 
of the system of governing and living in an 
open society. Because classified labels have 
come 'to mean so little in practice, and he- 
cause the guidelines for classification, de- 
classification and utilization of classified ma- 
terial are so vague and obscure that no mie 
can be certain when they are violated, hun- 
dreds of violations of the letter of the lew 
if it is broadly interpreted occur every 
month. The government has accepted this ax 
an inherent part of our system and has relied 
on the support of subordinates, on their 
loyalty, consciences and self-discipline, and 
occasionally on administrative procedures to 
deter and correct the dissemination of those 
state secrets that are actually injurious to 
the national security. 

11. X understand that this affidavit will be 
submitted by counsel for he defense. 

THEODOR! C. Sorensen 


oT 


A DISTINCTIVE APPROACH . TO 
ELECTORAL COLLEGE REFORM 


HON. GUY VANDER JAGT 


OF MICHIGAN : 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 20, 1977 _ 


Mr. VANDER JAGT. Mr. Speaker. 
with the convening of the 95th Con- 
gress and the 1976 contest for the Presi- 
dency behind us, we are once again hear- 
ing appeals for amending the constitu- 
tional mechanics of Presidential and 
Vice Presidential elections. Predictably. 
the proposal to establish a direct popular 
election in lieu of the Electoral College 
procedures is the focus of most discus- 
sion. 

However, we should bear in mind the 
fact that while direct popular election is 
the most democratic means of selecting 
our highest officials, it is not the only ap- 
proach which would overcome the perils 
of current practice. There are alterna- 
tives which would meet the problems of 
which astute observers every 4 years give 
warning, yet respect basic tenets of the 
American constitutional system. 

In the event it goes forward in this 
area, whatever route Congress takes 
should eliminate the opportunity for 
electors to violate the wishes of their 
States’ voters and by casting their elec- 
toral votes for someone other than their 
States’ winners in the popular contests. 
The “faithless elector” poses unaccept- 
able uncertainty in our election system. 
We can achieve a correction to the faith~ 
less elector problem by eliminating the 
Presidential electors as such, even while 
retaining the electoral votes and the pos- 
itive values which they accord in our na~- 
tional political experience. 

Also, we should seek to overcome the 
distortion of the national popular vote 
totals which commonly occurs within the 
Electoral College as a result of the “win- 
ner-take-al” nature of the States’ pro- 
cedures for choosing electors. ‘Terminat- 


Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


_ 


CL , 
orenser 


By ARTHUR SCHLESINGER JR. 

Our new President delivered a very nice ; 
inaugural sermon, and we must all wish . 
him well in the months ahead. He appears } 
to have had a shorter honeymoon than most | 
new Presidents, however, and was even in 
trouble with Congress before he took his ! 
oath of office, which seems hardly fair. ! 
One reason for, this, I suppose, is that few | 
members of Congress know him well. An- { 
other is that even fewer feel they owe their | 
election to any efforts of his on their be- | 


ter's nominee for CIA 

Congress more. ass ethan ever. This 
was_an lextraordinary, perhaps unprece- 
dented, humiliation. to_inflict_on_s newly 
elected. President.. Cabinet . nominations 
have been rejected from time to time, but 
generally much later in a term; never, so 
far.as 1 can recall, before & new President 
has.actually been sworn in. 

One wonders why Mr. Carter, with a 3-2 
Democratic margin in the Senate, did not 
make a ifight of it. Certainly his personal 
intervention could have changed enough 
Democratic votes on the committee to 
bring the nomination to the floor. But he 
evidently felt that he had only a limited 
amount of political capital for confirmation 
fights, and he obviously preferred to invest 
that in Griffin Bell. 


Instedd of seeing the Sorensen nomina- 
tion as 4 test that would define his future 
relations with the Senate, Mr. Carter chose 
to cave in. He should not have nominated 
Mr. Sorensen unless he was prepared to 
fight for him. The Senate is now left with 
the impression that the new President is an 
easy main to scare. In time, I imagine, the 
legislators will be disabused. Meanwhile 
Mr. Carter has created some unnecessary 
problems for himself. ; 

The reasons alleged against Mr. Soren- 
sen were patently spurious. The senatorial 
expressions of horror over the use of clas- 
sified documents in a serious historical 
work came implausibly from a body so 
given to: bouts of oratory about the sins of — 
overclassification and the importance of 
the people’s right to know. As one who had 
the same unspeakable traffic with classi- 
fied documents in my own memoir of the 
Kennedy administration, I must declare an 


interest; But everyone in. Washington 
knows there is nothing sacred “about SE : 
CRET stamps. Investigation after investi- 
gation has shown the abuse of classifica- 
tion by ahaa are agencies, Congress has 
wailed for years about its need to have the 
information necessary for informed judg- 
ment on questions of foreign policy. 
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The fact is that Mr. Sorensen used his 
classified documents with the utmost cir- 
cumspection. No one has ever charged a 
breach of security against his excellent 
“Kennedy” (or against “A Thousand 
Days,"’ for that matter). All the. episode 
shows is that Mr. Sorensen has the capac- 
ought to be kept and information that 
ought to be disclosed. This is exactly what 


one would want, I would think, as head of 
CIA. 

Then there was the notion that he was a 
moralist, as if that were a grievous fault. I 
can only say that no one who worked with 
Ted Sorensen in the White House thought 


Board of Contributors 


By choosing to cave mon 
Sorensen nommation, 


| the 
' Mr. Carter has created some 
unnecessary problems for 


‘himself. 


‘of him particularly as a moralist. He is a 
‘sharp, clear-headed, incisive and entirely 
| practical man who would have been, Iam 
confident, a first-class head of CIA. 

The agency would not have tried to slip 

| things by him, as the FBI has so often 
i slipped things by the hapless Clarence Kel- 
‘ey: or at least it would not have tried 
‘twice. He would have cast_a cold eye on 
CIA_projects and would have had to be 
shown, From what we know of CIA aspira- 
tions, that would have been a healthy thing 
‘for the agency. But he would also have 
been an excellent judge of what'CIA could 
profitably do and a most persuasive advo- 
cate of the agency’s interest within the 
government and before Congress. 

If.only Mr. Sorensen, instead of writing 
an invaluable work in contemporary Amer- 
ican history, had spent his time planning 
jnapalm attacks against Vietnamese peas- 
fants, .the.. Senators. would. éss_have 
lcontirmed him by acclamation. But what 
they evidently feared, underneath underneath the non- 
‘sense about his book, was that he might 


really do what they have long pretended 


they wanted done—reform the intelligence 
community. : 


recent CIA. 
action 


the Defense Intelligence Agency, was re- 
\ported in the corridors of the Senate Whis- 
jpering baleful thoughts to key legislators._ 
i The hot argument. in the intelligence 
community these days {is over the esti- 


mates of Soviet military strength and in- 
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‘the CIA 

fearful alarms, especially around budget 
time. The notorious ‘‘missile gap,” about 
which the Air Force shouted so much in 
1959-61, is typical. The CIA, then and now, 
has taken a more sober view and, as in the 


case of the missile gap, has generally 
turned out to be right in the end. 


ity to distinguish between secrets that a History provides no reason to think that 


oldiers are more reliable on these matters 
than civilians. Rather the contrary: as 


‘Lord Salisbury, the British Foreign Secre- 


tary, reproached the Viceroy of India a 


‘century ago: ‘‘You listen too much to the 


soldiers. No lesson seemis to be so deeply 


-inculcated by the experience of life as that 


you never should trust in experts. It you 
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believe the doctors nothing is wholesome; 
if you believe the theologians nothing is in- 
nocent; if you believe the soldiers nothing 
is safe. They all require to have their 
strong wine diluted by a very large admix- 
ture of insipid common sense.” 


The CIA recently took a rather non- 
alarmist view of the Soviet military pos- 
ture. Then the President's Foreign Intelli- 
gence Advisory Board proposed that the 
CIA's raw evidence be turned over to an 
outside group. The generally sensible 
George Bush, the retiring CIA director, 
was gulled into accepting the idea that the 
outside group be made up of men, other- 
wise estimable, who were committed hard- 
liners. It was rather Hike dispatching Ty- 
phoid Mary to stop a typhoid epidemic. 
Naturally the outsiders found in the evi- 
dence just what they wanted to find, Their 
review came down heavily on the side of 
the Defense Department. 


Sorensen’s Concern 


This is no doubt why the Defense De- 
partment was so concerned about the pos- 
sible appointment of Mr. Sorensen as head 
of CIA. For Mr. Sorensen would presuma- 
bly have backed his own analysts and 
would have been able to argue their case 
with incomparable skill in the councils of 
the administration. It was this concern, it 


\ watchdog conimittee? 
be the sort of watchdog that 
nuzales up to thé burglar in the night and 
licks his hard’. As George McGovern said 
in an eloquent intervention, ffs” perfor- 
mance really was a shameful ‘moment in 
the recent history of the Senate. ~~~ 


It seems to 
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President Carter now faces the question 
of a new CIA appointment. The same pres- 
sures that defeated the Sorensen nomina- 


tion are doubtless arguing for an 1_intelli- 


gence professional, if not for sémeone post- 
fively acceptable to the Pentagon. I_ trust 


the President does not _go'down this road. 


Intelligence is not like nuclear physics. 
It is not so arcane a business that only a 
professional can master it. And the profes- 
sionals, who haye lived so long in an jso- 
lated and hallucinatory world, tend to lose 
any sense_of accountability (o Congress 
and the people. There was much criticism 
of George Bush's appointment on the 
ground that he was a politician. I argued at 
the time—and I think events have vindi- 
cated the argument—that that is precisely 
what was required. Given our recent expe- 
rience with intelligence agencies, those 
agencies surely need most of all leadership 
schooled in the principles and procedures 
of accountability to the democratic pro- 
cess, President Carter's next choice for the 
CIA will be an interesting test of his own 
sense of these problems. 


Mr. Schlesinger is Albert Schweitzer 
Professor of the Humanities at the City 
University of New York, winner of Pulitzer 
Prizes in history and biography and a 
member of. the Journal’s Board of 
Aontributors, 
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DAVID HARTMAN: We're back. Of all Jimmy Carter's nominees 


Ted Sorensen may be the best known. He was a top advisor to 
President Kennedy, wrote many of Mr. Kennedy's most memorable 
speeches. Since the Kennedy time he's been practicing law. He's 


been an activist in many areas and Mr. Sorensen is now the 
designate for head of the CIA. 


Good morning Ted. 
THEODORE SORENSEN: Good morning, David. 
HARTMAN: And Margaret Osmer is sitting with me. 


MARGARET OSMER: Good morning. 
% HARTMAN: First. of all, how did he happen to pick you 
for this job? 


SORENSEN: L've been trying to find out the answer to 
that question, David, and when I get my hands on the fellow who 
~~ no, really, I don't know. It happened very suddenly. Tem or 
eleven days ago I was happily and busily emerged in the prectues.” 
of law and here IT am. [It all Neaprenes very ce 


HARTMAN: Are you glad about it? 


SORENSEN: Well I have mixed feelings because I'm 
obviously taking on a very, very difficult assignment with 
very heavy responsibilities. It's not an assignment which I 
sought. But it is a challenge, it is a job that needs to be 
done and I did not see how I could turn down the President-elect. 


HARTMAN: Right. 


OSMER: In your mix, what are your concerns about 
taking on this job? He ate : 


SORENSEN: Well I am concerned about the ability of ~ 
anyone in a democracy to successfully conduct an intelligence ; 
ACEI EY. which of necessity must be rete) secret. ; 


OSMER: You say largely secret, that pethee up a number 
of questions. You've talked about making the budget public, you've 


SORENSEN: Making the totals public, yes. 2% think that 


in a democracy accountability is. absolutely | essential, and L_ most 
of the abuses that have taken place in..the pask with. the various 
intelligence operations have occurred, in my. Opinion, | because : 
they were not accountable, not even in some cases to the President 


and certainly not to the Congress. I would hope to_change. that. 


HARTMAN: Is it possible, though, is it possible to run 
an intelligence agency of this sort given that it's awfully hard 
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2 
to keep Bnything Scere anymore? Ponca Doak hae Beeene , you 
know, the big word over the last several years. Is there any 
way of keeping all that private and still, you know, accountable 
but still private and run the agency? 


SORENSEN: That depends upon one's evaluation of the 
Congress and of the key members of Congress who will be privy to 
this kind of information. They can keep secrets, and I have 
confidence that they will. If they do not, if the country 
suffers as a result, then that's a path they will have delibera- 
tely chosen. Tf onthe think that the CIA or any other agency 
can ‘assume all the wisdom and virtue in itself and say, we don't 
trust the Congress, they won't keep secrets, therefore we are 
not going to be accountable to them. 
HARTMAN: You've said that you want to cut back on ~- 
excuse me, Margaret -~ you want to cut back on covert activities 
or on underground activities. Can you do that and still ~~ can 
the CIA still “eet their job done? : 


SORENSEN: Bear in mind that the Central Intelligence 


Agency is exactly that. Its primary responsibility is that of 


collecting and analyzing intelligence and giving the President 
and the National Security Council the best information and 
estimates possible on which to make foreign policy decisians. 


Covert operations are another small part of the 
agency's responsibility. And those operations have been the 
source of abuse in the past. And while I do not think in a 
somewhat ugly world we can abolish that capacity altogether, 

I do not think the United States must respond only with combat 
troops or nuclear weapons whenever there is some threat to our 
security. I do think that the covert operation capability 


-should be utilized only in those extraordinary circumstances 


where the vital interests of the United States are truly at 
stake, where.an open operation would not be successful, where 
the probability of success is relatively high and where the 


operation itself is known to and approved by. the President and 


the key members of Congress. 


2% OSMER: But you were with President Kennedy and ais 
liaison with the CIA and you reportedly were not aware of the. 


_ Bay of Pigs Operation. How could that happen? 


SORENSEN: That's correct. But I was not -~ the 
President was aware of it. It's simply in my responsbilities 
at that time I was not in a National ‘Security position, that 
occurred afterwards. 


OSMER: But considering that information and other 
information that's come out under other administrations that 
hasn't been followed, what happens when intelligence information 
is passed on and a President chooses to ignore it? 
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SORENSEN: The people of the United States elected 
the President because they have confidence in his wisdom and 
judgment. The best that the intelligence agency can do is 
to provide the facts and estimates as we see it and it's up 
to the President do decide what policy to apply and what 
decisions to make. 


HARTMAN: Most people say the CIA has gotten out of 
hand, that it would be impossible to really bring it back into 
control. Do you really think you have a shot at accomplishing 
that so that the CIA can also continue to perform its function 
and its mission? 


SORENSEN: O£ course I think I could or I wouldn't 


be taking on this job. I think most of those._abuses have 
already” have ‘been cleaned _up. 2.think nearly everyone, if not 
everyone now at. the. CIA isa dedicated career servane who wants 
to serve the foreign policy. interests of the United States. 
I_think the lack of control _is largely and. Baybe. hopefully 
entirely a thing of. the. past..—So~ I--think-—wetre-gpoing-to. do wour 


_job. 


OSMER: What about your accountability? Who do you 
feel mostly accountable to? , 


SORENSEN: I am. accountable_to. {ene President _and_ to 


the National Security Council and I am also_ accountable _to the 


“several committees of the Congress who have “oversight juris-— 


diction. 
 OSMER: But primarily to the President? 


SORENSEN: He's the man who appointed me and I've got 
‘to do my job for him. : poten ee 


HARTMAN: Ted Sorensen, thank you very much. Naturally 
best wishes. on your new job. s 


SORENSEN: Thank you. A ae ot 
HARTMAN: . Thanks, Margaret. 


RR 
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a : Bs 
A Monday, January 17, 1977 
5 She ta as 
P United States Senate, 
7 Select Committee on Intelligence, 
3 Washington, D. C. 
a The Committee met, pursuant to series. at 10:05 o'clock 
19 | a-m-, in Room 318, Russell Senate Office Building, the 
at Honorable Daniel K. Inouye (Chairman of the Committee) 
12 presiding. 
= 13 Present: Senators ‘Inouye (presiding), Bayh, Hathaway, 
ey 14 Huddleston, Biden, Morgan, Hart, Garn, Case, Thurmond, Hatfiel P 
15 | Goldwater, Mathias, Stafford and Baker (ex officio). 
1 Also present: Senators Leahy and Metzenbaum. 
7 Also present: William G. Miller, Staff Director; 
jac Michael Madigan, Minority Counsel; Howard Liebengood, Minority 
19 Staff Director; Audrey Hatry, Clerk of the Committee; Tom 
20 Moore, Ted Ralston, Anne eixeteres: Martha Tally, Charles 
21 Kirbow, Sam Bouchard, Jean Evans, Martin Gold, Stan Taylor, 
29 Elliot Maxwell, Mark Gitenstein, Michael Epstein, Walter 
ts =| Ricks, Tom Connaughton and Edward P. Levine, Professional 
Y Staff Members. 
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PROCEEDINGS 


The ehadvaans The Senate Select Committee on Intelligenc 
begins hearings today on the nomination of Mr. Theodore C. 
Sorensen to be Director of Central Intelligence. 

The post of Divectox of Geneeat Intelligence is one of 
the most important in the United States Government.” Intellige ce 
is our first line of defense and a major means of preserving 
ene peace. The United States has created an intelligence 
system which consists of a number of major agencies emp loyeing 
tens of thousands of highly skilled and dedicated men and women. 
The position of \pirector of Central Tmisiligence requires the 
ability to manage, set priorities, allocate resources, and diract 
the activities of highly complex organizations in the 
national intelligence community, such as the National Security 
Agency, elements in the Department of Defense as well as the 
CIA, the Defense Intelligence Agency, the counterintelligence 
aeeieieuias the FBI, and the intelligence functions of the 
Department of State. 

The Director of Central Intelligence has the duty to 
provide to tha wresiasie and to the national leadership, both 
in the Executive and Legislative busnente,. ihe best informatio 
and analysis of that information available to the United 
States Government. The difficult task of serving both the 
President and the Congress is one that requires wisdom and tac 


and the trust of both branches of government. The analytic 
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required, are qualities indispensable to the task of the 
Director of Central Intelligence. 

In addition to the firm managerial talent and the 
highest degree of informed knowledge and analytic ability, 
there must be confidence on the part of our citizens, our 
departments and agencies, our Congress, and our allies that 
the Director of Central Intelligence is a man of intellectual 
integrity, proven accomplishment and discretion, worthy and 
suited to the task of guiding the secret activities of the 
United States Government and protecting the valid secrets of 
the United States Government. 

There has been great controversy in the past decade about 
the proper role of secret activities carried out by the United 
States Gove eanne which has shaken| the structure of our 
intelligence system. This concern was aroused by the Vietnam 
war, sharpened by the revelations of webeceeee, and heightened 
by the investigations of intelligence agency abuses of the pas 
years. We are now rebuilding, under the Constitution and the 
law, an effective intelligence system designed to protect and 
enhance the Vibevties of all Americans. The creation of the 
Select Committee is one step in that rebuilding process. The 
appointment of a new Director of Central Intelligence sensitive 


both to the need for. the best possible intelligence and to the 


need to protect the rights of our citizens, is another important 
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We seek the best possible Director for our national 
intelligence system. We have a deep awareness of the critical 
importance of this appointment and of the qualities that are 


required. It is in this spirit that the hearings upon the 


nomination of Mr. Sorensen are being held. 


The Chair recognizes the Vice Chairman of the Committee. 

Senator Garn. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

I want to welcome Mr. Sorensen to these hearings. I want 
him and all present to know that this Committee and the 
Senate consider this hearing to be of the utmost importance. 
The Director of Central Intelligence is the President's chief 
advisor on intelligence matters, and supervises vast, expensiv 
intelligence system whose work is of critical importance to 
the security of this nation. 

We have on this Committee Senators who have widely varyin 
views about the intelligence community. We have a diversity 
of opinion as to what legislative actions we should take, but 
we are united on at least one key point, the\ security of this 
nation is affected by the quality of the information the 
intelligence community provides. 

We do not live in a trouble-free world. We need an 
intelligence system which will protect the interests of this 
country throughout the world, and as the Director of Central 


Intelligence, we need a man who has the total confidence not 
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only of the people of this country, but of the countries 


throughout the world with which the United States must deal. 

It is with the serious recognition of this great responsi 
bility that we as a Committee begin these hearings on the 
President-elect's nomination of the Director of Central 
Intelligence. I think I can speak for every member’ of this 
Committee when I say that we have begun and will continue to 
cae out these responsibilities carefully and thoroughly. 

In addition, I want to add that I am impressed with the 
way all fifteen members of this Committee have undertaken this 
task without the slightest hint of parteeanehipe I strongly 
believe that pure partisan interests should not have any role 
to play in our oversight of the intelligence community. 

In that regard, I want to state that I fully recognize 
President-elect Carter's right to designate his own choice 
for Director of Central Intelligence and to hope that his 
choice will be confirmed by the Senate. 

This Committee has approached today's hearings with that 
right of the President-elect in mind. We will support the 
nomination if ae is possible to do so when these hearings are 
concluded. The purpose of these hearings is to assess Mr. 
Sorensen's qualifications to occupy this important position. 
We are not here to decide how Liberal ox Seneeneeie he is. 
We are not eee to decide whether we approve or disapprove 


of Mr. Sorensen's past friendships or associations, nor, in 
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fact, are we even here to decide whether or not Mr. Sorensen's 


education, experience have prepared him fully for this job. 
If the truth were known, probably no Director of Central | 
Intelligence, after once taking office, has ever felt fully 


prepared to assume these large responsibilities. 


We are here to determine whether or not Mr. Sorensen in ou 
view possesses those values and attitudes and views which will 
a him to act. wisely and objectively, which will cause 
those thousands of Americans in the intelligence community to 
accept and respect his leadership, which will elicit the 
trust of Congress and the confidence of the President and the 
respect of all Americans. 

It is only fair to say that in preparing for this hearing, 
doing the research, this Committee has come across information 
sitar has raised more questions than it has answered. Some 
of this. information is very disturbing, if not dequalifying. 

I have been especially concerned about some of the questions 
that have been raised, and I have expressed those concerns to 
Mr. Sorensen BeEeone ae and to representatives of Mr. Carter. 

The major RUEROFE of this hearing poaey is to give Mr. 
Sorensen the opportunity to respond to these questions for all 
of us to hear. His answers will have a direct bearing on how 
I and others will vote on this nomination. Perhaps much of 
this information would not be so disturbing if we were consider- 


ing Mr. Sorensen for a position other than the Director of 
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Central Intelligence. The Director of Central Intelligence \, 


must be the keeper of the nation's most sensitive secrets. He 
must deal at arm's length with the heads of intelligence services 
throughout the world and he must command the complete and total 
confidence and trust of those with whom he will work. 

And so it is with great concern that I seseseen piose 
hearings. I am confident that we will conduct them on a high 
level, one that is fair and yet very probing. All members of 
the Committee appreciate the responsibility that we have. 

When these hearings are concluded, I hope the American people, 
President-elect Carter and Mr. Sorensen will be able to say th 
this Committee has discharged their responsibility evenhandedly, 
carefully and fairly. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

The Chait has been advised that Senators Hathaway, 
Huddleston and Mathias would like to make opening remarks, and 
Senator Bayh. 

The Chair recognizes Senator Bayh. 

Senator Bayh. Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to hear the 
ieseae: and so my remarks will be very short. 

I have known the witness over a long period of time. I 
want to say it up front, and I am proud of the kind of contri- 
bution he has made to our country under very difficult circum 


stances. There can be no question of the contribution he has 


Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


10 


JW 


rn tr earn ter 8 


approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


He is now being proposed by President Carter for a 
different role at a different time. All of us are painfully 
aware of the activities that have been disclosed about the 
Agency that is he now being called awon to head: that have 
had a significant role in the slow erosion of confidence on th 
part of the people of this country. 

| As the Subcomind tee Chairman being asked by our distinguished 
Chairman to\ chair the Subcommittee that has the veeponeini ity 
of looking into the area of the Rights of Americans, I feel 
that our Subcommittee will be particularly concerned about 
Mr. Bevenyeate eens to nn of the questions that will be 
raised. We will be particularly anxious to hear his -- how 

shall I say it -- die light of his experience, how we as a 
Congressional body can work with an intelligence gathering 
béay to prevent the kind of abuses which have occurred in the 
past. | 


Having said that, Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to yield and 


get on with the Witnesses. 


aie CHaacitan Senator Hathaway? 

sansesr asendudy: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have just 
a few remarks I would like to make before listening to the 
Witness testify. 

Mr. Sorensen , I know you appreciate that the questions 


that will be asked with respect to the classification of 
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documents are going to pose a terribly troublesome fuse teas 

all of us here today, troublesome in my judgment because I hav 
admired your record in government, because you represent so 

many thousands of Americans, the vision, the idealism, and 

the tne eiiectual excel tenes which were the hallmarks of some 
very special years in American government and American history 
And I credit President-elect Carter for recognizing that the 
Hesteuation of faith in our intelligence community requires thdse 
very qualities if our nation is to maintain the respect and 
confidence of people throughout the world. 

It also seems clear ee me, ubueves: that in order for our 
intelligence agencies to best perform their very grave, 
solemn and often dangerous tasks, we have a special responsi- 
bility to ensure that the top leadership enjoys the total 
respect \ trust and confidence of the hundreds of dedicated 
men and women who are the unsung heroes of this work, the 
people to whom our government has entrusted one of its most 
important and significant missions, that of ensuring the safet 
and the security of our nation. 

I don't enee how these people will view the events which 
we will discuss here today, your candid waieaita in the past 
that the rules and methods designed to protect our country's 
most important secrets may not really be so inviolable after 
all. I do oe that from my recent travels for this Committee 


that there is no greater concern to the intelligence agents of 
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our nation that we here at home be cognizant of the risk that 
they undertake in our behalf, and that they will never take 
any steps which would ever expose them to any greater danger 
than they already knowingly and willingly face. And I am 
concerned about exactly what it is that has happened over the 
years that has brought about this state of affairs: is it onl 
a new post-Watergate morality and someone has changed all the 
Beibes and is that the plane of dialogue upon which this 

issue should be discussed here today, or does the question 
really involve what you will suggest, Mr. Sorensen, a day 

in and day out breach of our widened for securing its 
secrets? And if this is so, is it not the role and indeed the 
responsibility of this Committee to look long and hard at the 
facts and circumstances which have brought about this state 

of affairs. 

So if we are a nation of laws and not of men, and under 
our form of government and in order for our system to work 
effectively, individuals may not take it upon themselves to 
separately determine which laws should be obeyed and which 
ones may be ignored. I think that the\task of changing bad 
law is for the Congress, and to this end, I have and I know 
many other members have also introduced bills in recent years 
to change our classification procedure, realizing that it is 
archaic, that it is out of date, that it needs to be 


modernized... 
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Nevertheless, at the time that you were involved with 
Classified materials, the law was archaic, to be sure, but the 
question in my mind is -- and I anxiously await your answer 
to this broad question -- is whether or not any individual 
can take it apon nameete to declassify, in effect, documents 
without following the regular procedure, and if such a person 
should do something like that, is that person the kind of 
Sexson that we want to have as head of our national intelligen¢e 
community? 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator Mathias? 

Senator Mathias. Mr. Chairman, so we can get on with 
the hearing, I would like to submit my statement for the 
record and say just wety briefly that I think it is clear that 
our present system for conducting secret activities, indeed, 
for limiting secrecy itself, is faulty. The affidavit 
submitted by Mr. Sorensen in the Ellsberg case is a very 
important document, I think, that illustrates the problem that 
faces the country. 

There fia been overclassification of information, and 
without question, the rationale of Seehonay: security has been 
used to conceal unwise and improper actions by high officials. 
At the same time, every recent administration has either 
withheld or disclosed information using standards which at 


best would be called arbitrary, and I think we have to face 
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the plain fact that our classification system is so faulty; tha 


information the public should know has been withheld, that 
injustices can take place, and that some improper disclosures 
have resulted in harm to the country. 

And Mr. Secenaes in his affidavit submitted in the 
Ellsberg case has described a pattern se behavior which has 
been too common in government. Other officials have given 
statements that confirm Mr. Sorensen's senception of the 
errs But I think everyone should agree that strict 
standards requiring the maintenance of secrets cannot apply 
to some who serve in the United States Government and not to 
others, and yet this is the situation that we are now in. 

And a rigorous examination and reform of the classifica- 
tion system I think is an absolute necessity. The nomination 
of Mr. Sorensen presents the opportunity to face these issues 
that must be faced in the fullness of their complexity, and I 
would add with some compassion for and awareness of the 
human mistakes of the past. 


(The prepared statement of Senator Mathias follows:) 
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The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

It is now my pleasure to present to the Committee a very 
distinguished American who has served this nation as a iva 
effective voice ae I'm sorry. Before proceeding, Senator 
| Huddleston? 

Senator Huddleston. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of 
time and I think the important thing is to hear our witness, 
of course, today, the designate of the President to be 
Director of Central Intelligence, I would just like to join 
the Committee ere in iaieoniag Ted Sorensen to this 
hearing, and point out that I feel very Serongiy that this is 
a very important occasion, not only for this Committee, but 
for the Congress of the United States. This is the first time 
ni that our Select Committee, which in turn, is the first Committee 
ever to have jurisdiction over all of the national intelligenc 
activities of the United States, the first time we have had an 
opportunity to review the background and the qualifications of 
an official whose jurisdiction mirrors our own. The Congress, 
I think, and the public have a right to see this as a test not 
only of Mr. Sorensen, but of Congressional oversight of the 
intelligence community. 

As members have already indicated, there are areas in 
which we have a particular concern, and of which I think 
rightly this Committee and the Congress has a particular 


concern in developing the qualifications of a person who is to 
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assume this very importnat post, with all of the responsi- 
bilities that it entails to the security of this nation. 

Mr. Chairman, I would submit iy: BeRenne for the 
record at this time, and permit the Chairman to go ahead with 
the presentation of the Witness. 

‘The Chairman. Without objection, the bes eane will be 
made part of the record. 


(The prepared statement of Senator Huddleston follows:) 
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The Chairman. Senator Biden? 


Senator Biden. Mr. Chairman, I have a brief opening 
statement which could be either now or at the beginning of the 
qusstioning: whichever would be appropriate in the Chairman's 
mind. | | 

‘The Chairman. What is your wish,\sir? 

Senator Biden. It doesn't matter, whatever the Chair 
wouta like. | 

The Chairman. Would you adits to give it now? 

Senator Biden. Okay. 

Mr. Chairman, these hearings on che nomination of Mr. 
Theodore Sorensen to be Director of the Central Intelligence 
Agency are the first, in my opinion, the first great test 
this Committee and the Congress will have to test its will 
to conduct an objective and thorough oversight on hearings wit 
regard to the ave cindgente community. 

The aus which I have spent preparing for these hearings 
have been for me, and I am sure for many members of the Committee 
as well, a most sobering experience. I consider Ted Sorensen 
to be a Frise of mine. He is a nominee of the President-elect, 
aman of my party, whom I sen dataweieeiye assented for that 
job. However, these facts cannot and will not affect my 
participation in these hearings in the process of considering 
the nomination. 


I view the Office of Director of Central Intelligence, of 
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the Director of the Central Intelligence Agency as the most 


sensitive position in the government. It demands a person of 
excellent managerial skill, a person of intelligence, a person 
of great discretion, but above all, a person who understands 
his responsibilities, the limitations of his authority under 
our laws and Constitution, a person who believes fervently in 
the rule of law. 

I know Mr. Sorensen and I know that ere many if not al 
of these qualities. 

The hearings thus far have concentrated upon one document 
which in many respects focuses upon several of these issues. 

I am fotervine: 26 the so-called Ellsberg Affidavit. This 
affidavit in my opinion raises eve) Eunainenead questions with 
respect to Mr. Sorensen's qualifications: can he effectively 
balance the equally important competing interests of secrecy 
and the right of the people to know what their government is 
doing? Second, does he respect and Gaepatend the rule under 
which he will serve? 

These are two questions I would ask any candidate for 
the DCI, and chews are two questions I will ask Mr. Sorensen, 
regardless of vojand would have asked regardless of the 
so-called Ellsberg Affidavit. 

In the case of the affidavit, both issues are intimately | 
interrelated. The affidavit and Mr. Sorensen's testimony 


today create a very explicit record on his position on the 
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relative importance of secrecy and the public right to know. 


On this question we are not far apart. Mr. Sorensen 
says dn Soeenes that there is a need for secrecy, and that 
overclassification is dangerous and counterproductive. As 
Justice Stewart in the Pentagon Papers case said, when 
everything is secret, nothing is secret, and I am not disturbe 
by that position taken by Mr. Sorensen. 

| ewemeex the question of how we formalize our process 
of classifying and declassifying the information, and then 
the general question of what laws or regulations were or 
were not violated by Mr. Sorensen aes disturb me. In the 
past two years, reports of intelligence community abuses, 
critics of the intelligence agency, of which I am surely 
probaby perceived a one, have made much of the evidence of 
lawlessness that has taken place within that agency. 

We criticized Presidents for claims of inherent authority 
to act Suestae the law governing ordinary citizens. We 
criticized professionals in the| intelligence agencies who 
have candidly admitted that they gave little if any 
seauaereciea: 6 the lawfulness or constitutionality of their 
actions. | 

I believe that a very strong case can be made that Mr. 
Sorensen did not violate any statutes in the actions he took. 
I believe che argument with respect to the various executive 


orders on classification may be closer, but quite honestly, I 
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am not sure whether or not Mr. Sorensen could be indicted or 


convicted under the Espionage statutes, or fired from his 
White House job if that were the issue. 

The real issue is whether Mr. Sorensen intentionally took 
advantage of ambiguities in the law, or carelessly ignored the 
law. If he did so, can he now bring the activities of the 
intelligence community within the strict limits of the law? 

| We ee that in the future intelligence agencies, and 
we will hold the Director accountable in that way. If that is 
to be the case, then we must hold the Director, DCI, accountab 
as well. | 

If in the end I decide that Mr. Sorensen was either 
careless in his role as Special Counsel to the President with 
respect to the laws and executive orders in question, or if I 
think that he intentionally evaded the law, I will vote agains 
his confirmation. I must say that I will do so even though I 
believe that the current laws and executive orders are 
ambiguous and indeed opaque. 

I will and I hope that the Congress generally will hold 
the next DCI ‘S a_very high standard. That is a standard that 
we as critics of the intelligence community held other DCI's 
and Directors of the FBI for past illegalities. We cannot 
use a different standard for Mr. Sorensen. 

In conclusion, let me say that| regardless of what happens 


to Mr. Sorensen, I believe that the ultimate responsibility 
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for the state of affairs in this is the Congress. The fact 


that neither the Committee nor Mr. Sorensen can say with 
certainty whether the activity he described is illegal is 
our responsibility. Congress is aitimateiy responsible for 
the fact that the Espionage statutes are so vague that they 
permit informal leaking, that they are so outdated, as the 
Church Committee pointed out, that they permit focus on 
en espionage not contemplated when the current law was 
drafted in 1917, that they are so vague that they permit 
gross overclassification of information, thereby undermining 
the people's right to know about government activity. 

The espionage statute is a threat to national security 
and to civil liberties. If we rake Mr. Sorensen over the 
coals on this question, and we will, and if we reject Mr. 
Sorensen's nomination, as we might, and if at the same time 
we do not rewrite our espionage and secrecy laws, we will be 
a bit hypocritical. 

And lastly, Mr. Chairman, I think the question of the 
confidence that Mr. Sorensen would be able to generate from 
the members Of the intelligence community, both our own and 
those with whom ae deal, is a question week wind be considered 
by me and I hope will be considered by the remainder of the 
Committee. 
| Thank you very much. 


The Chairman. Thank you very much. 
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I am Paseeeo to recognize the distinguished Minority 
Leader of the United States Senate, Mr. Baker. 

Senator Baker. Mr. Chairman, I thank you very much. 

re is a special privilege for me to have the opportunity 
to appear today with this Committee and to sit|here as I do 
in the most junior seat on the Committee that I eed to 
create. 

After my election as Republican leader of the United 
States Senate, as Minority Leader, it was brought quickly to 
my attention that one of the provisions we wrote into the 
Statute that was adopted was that the Majority and Minority 
Leader would Hoth be ex officio members of this Committee but 
not voting members, which seemed Like a better idea at the 
time we drafted the statute than it does now. 

(General laughter.) 

Senator Baker. But notwithstanding, Mr. Chairman, as 
you know because of our relationship in the past, I have a 
deep and continuing interest in the general field of intelli- 
gence activities for the government of the United States. And 
I hope it is not superfluous for me to say that I have a 
genuine concern for the efficiency and the integrity of the 
intelligence apparatus of this government. And that I say, 
notwithstanding that on occasion I have been at least among 
the most severe critics of the CIA and the intelligence 


community, going back to the time of another hearing in this 
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room, the late, lamented Watergate hearings, when I filed a 
separate report which came to be known as the Baker Report, 
ecautniag whether or not the CIA mgt have been involved in 
the Watergate affair. Incidentally, I concluded while I was a 
member of the Church Committee, and so stated in my separate 
views, that I found no evidence that the CIA as an institution 
was involved in Watergate. I felt, having first raised that 
anecitou: that I owed an obligation to put that period at the 
end of the sentence, so I did that. | 

But I supported ga hgeest cpcentan and effort the. 
creation of the Church Committee, which I became a member of, 
to examine further into the charges and allegations of mis- 
conduct of the CIA and the intelligence community, particularly 
relating to the charges of assassination plots, many of them 
during the Kennedy Administration when Mr. Sorensen served 
in the White House, and many of them against Premier Castro of 
Cuba. 

I tried as hard as I could to participate fully in those 
proceedings, and to contribute eaene deliberations of that 
Committee. And then to become a member of this Committee after 
its creation as the first intelligence oversight function of th 
Senate was to me a signal opportunity and a great responsibilit 

And so it is with great reluctance that I now assume the 
role of an ex officio member of this Committee and a non-voting 


member. 
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But being a non-voting member, maybe it also creates 


certain other opportunities that I would not have had ina 
more judicious, hopefully in a more 4udicious role asa voting 
member of the Committee sitting in judgment on this nomination 
Maybe I can be a little more straightforward and frank than I 
would be if I were going to vote on it in this Committee. May 
I would not say that I think this is a bad nomination, but I 
do think that, not necessarily because I think Mr. Sorensen 

is unqualified. I think he is a very qualified American, and 
loyal and dedicated citizen, but because I think in view of th 
extraordinary difficulty that the ieee rieeses community has 
been through in the last few years, the beating and the 


battering that it has taken, partly at my behest, to investi- 


gate these charges and |allegations, because of the extraordinar 


difficulty of the recent past with the intelligence community 


I think that a good nominee for Director of Central Intelli- 


gence ought to be someone who is beyond reproach and above 


criticism, and would immediately and instantly engender the 
confidence of the intelligence community of this country, of 
other ecunerieay and of this government and the Congress of 
the United States. 
And it is with reluctance, but candor, I trust, that I 
say I don't think this nomination is -- fits that prescription 
And Mr. Chairman, if I were a member of the Committee 


with a vote, I would say and do precisely what the members on 
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1 | noth “sides of the aisle have done here today, and that is hear 
_2 | and judge the proof rather than express the opinion that I hav 
— 3 | just expressed as an ex officio and non-voting member of the 
Ee, 4 || Committee. 
- 5 And I reserve the right to diedas my mind. And I will 
6 || study these hearing records, I will listen carefully, and I 
7 || will reserve the right to change my mind. 
8 | But Wig geeut concern, Mr. Chairman, is that in the recent 
9 | past there has been so much controversy, there has been so 
10 || much suspicion, so much uncertainty, so many answered and 
VY unanswered questions about the fiictisi and the propriety 
12 | of the intelligence apparatus in this country, so much debate 
_ 13 about the future of intelligence, the necessity or absence of 
Ny 14 |} a necessity for covert action, the propriety of classification 
.1§ | the question of Presidential knowledge or plausible deniability, 
16 | Of the involvement of Presidents or the absence of involvement 
17 || of presidents in assassination plots, not one or two, but 
ia 50 or 60 perhaps, in\administrations going back to the '50s. 
19 | There has been so much controversy that I had very much hoped 
70 || that the Presldentecicet would send us a nominee who was 
21 || beyond deieeis and above suspicion. 
22 And I reserve the right to change my mind, but Mr. 
co 23 || Chairman, I felt that I ought to say that I am concerned for 
24 || this Aoineesen and I will look with great interest at these 
=~ 25 | hearings. 
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The Chairman. . Are there any further remarks? 

Senator Morgan. I reserve any further remarks to a 
further time. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

It is my pleasure now to welcome to the Committee a 
very distinguished American, who has served een Grane 
distinction as our voice and as our Representative in the 
United Nations. He now serves us, and serves the people of 
New York, as its voice. I am certain he will be a fine 
representative of the Leable: OF New York. 

Senator Meynihan has ated the Committee to be given the 
opportunity and the privilege to present to us the nominee, 
Mr. Theodore Sorensen. 

Mr. Sorensen, I think you are most fortunate to have 
Mr. Moynihan presenting you, sir. 

It aa. 808 my pleasure to recognize the junior Senator 
from the state of New York, Mr. Moynihan. 

Senator Moynihan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and may I 
say I am more than sensible of the honor to appear before this 
Committee and to you, sir and to the members of the Committee. 

I now have the honor to introduce to the Committee Mr. 
Theodore C. Sorensen of New York who is the designee of the 
President-elect for the post of Director of Central Intelli- 
gence. 


I introduce him, of course, only in the formal sense of 
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presentation. There WEL Hot have been a Single member of 


this Committee who, \ upon learning of the President-elect's 
intended nomination did not instantly recognize the name and 
immediately associate the man with a still shining moment in 
American history: the Presidency of John F. Kennedy. 

For my part, I will always remember him standing in the 
hallway of the West Wing of the White House on that afternoon 
of November 22, 1963 when silently, Somanoes the knowledge 
passed among us that the President was dead. And with that, 
for me, and I expect for many there, the further realization 
came that of all who would be stricken, none apart from 
the peesiaent's own family would feel the hurt more deeply 
or bear the pain longer than Ted Sorensen. 

When, minutes Later, Hubert Humphrey arrived to be with 
us, we young men of the Kennedy moment in what was in so 
Many ways our last time together, he embraced Ralph Duncan 
and exclaimed in anguish: "What have they done to us?" And 
again, one thought of Ted Sorensen. 

Well, they did not break us, no more than they aia 
Hubert Humphrey. But just as surely, much ended that day, not 
least the sense of ordained security of inate invincibility 
which permeated the consciousness of even those among us most 
sensible of the dangers which America and American ideals 
faced in an increasingly hostile world. Somehow, we had 


thought it would all come out right in the end. We really 
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had thought that, notwithstanding what we said or how we acted. 

Well, it didn't, of course. Not for us. And the lesson 
of danger, of concealed threat, of ambush, of tragedy, mark 
us, even now, I dare to say, as a kind of generation. 

None learned this lesson more\ profoundly than Theodore 
C. Sorensen. It was surely this fact, combined with his 
formidable and undiminished powers of analysis and exposition, 
these qualities in him which prompted eee Gartde to 
offer him the post of Director of Central Intelligence, just 
as we may also feel certain it was Mr. Sorensen's sense of the 
present and prospective dangers faced by the American republic 
which prompted his agreement to return to the public service, 
a return which President Johnson in a parting letter thirteen 
years ago predicted would one day come, for government would 
necessarily turn once more to this extraordinary man before 
too many years had passed. 

Unhappily in the interval since that time, the atmosphere 
of public service in the nation's capital has not improved. 
I have been pained to hear questions raised concerning Mr. 
Sorensen's qualifications owing to personal convictions which 
he has, or had, aoncarnang the taking of human life. 

Surely, we are not about to impose religious qualifica- 
tions for public service at this late date, when persons of 
conviction have become so few as to make the issue 


increasingly moot. 
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I would then respectfully urge the committee to direct 
its concerns, as I know it will, Mr. Chairman, to the issues 
of competence and of integrity, of vighiance and of loyalty, 
which are of large and proper concern to you all. Here, it 
seems to me the thing speaks for itself. In the formulation 
of the common law, res ipsa loquitur. 

Intelligence will breed intelligence. Theodore Sorensen 
will carry on in the tradition, too brief but already produc- 
tive stewardship of George Bush. The Agency and the Presidenc 
and the Nation will be well-served. 

I feel certain that the members of pe comiltee will 
share with me the conviction that in making this appointment, 
the President must also be concerned that the interests and 
sensibilities of the intelligence community -- of the men and 
women who make up this community will also be taken into 
soneiaeeuei ons: 

I have had the honor, Mr. Chairman, to serve in the 
subcabinet or cabinet of four presidents. In the couree of 
that service, I have come to hold the men and women of the 
Central Intelligance Agency in particular in the highest 
possible regard. As professional analysts, as government 
servants and if you will not mind the term, as patriots, they 
have no equal as a corps. 

Theodore Sorensen is a man who will understand them and 


who will know that they have not -- and in whom they will see 
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2 | policy circles of the American government, but an advocate of 
3 | their work as well. | 
a 4 Mr. Chairman, on Friday last, fourteen members of the 

5 || New York State delegation in the House of Representatives 
6 || sent to Governor Carter a letter commending him for the 
7 | nomination of Mr. Sorensen to this post. With your kind 
8 seniaeteh: I would ask that this letter be made part of 
9 || the record of this hearing. 

10 I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the privilege of intro- 
11 || ducing my friend, Theodore Sorensen. | 

12 (The letter referred to follows:) 

13 

15 

16 | 
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The Chairman. Thank you very much, Senator Moynihan. 
Mr. Sorensen, will you please rise and raise your hand? 
Do you, Theodore Sorensen, swear that the testimony you 
are about to give is the truth, the whole truth and nothing 
but the truth? - 
Mr. Sorensen. I do. 


The Chairman. Mr. Sorensen, welcome to the Committee, 


sir. 
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TESTIMONY OF THEODORE C. SORENSEN . 


Mr. Sorensen. Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, I 
am grateful for this opportunity to share with you my views 
on President-elect Carter's decision to nominate me for the 
post of pieectes- Se Central Intelligence and to answer the 
scurrilous and unfounded personal attacks which have been 
circulated against me, largely on an anonymous basis. 

| I did not seek or lightly accept this eaeienmeney and 
some of my friends have suggested that anyone agreeing to take 
the job lacks either the sanity or the judgment necessary to 
fulfill it. I recognize that the successes of the Intelligenc 
Community are largely unspoken while its errors are roundly 
assailed; that it is often accused of deeds that it never 
committed or that it undertook at the request of higher 
authority; and that the Agency and its employees are rarely 
able to defend themselves publicly against these attacks. 
In recent days, z have had the same esuaetence: 

But I do not intend to be intimidated by those who wish 
to strike at me or my policies or through me at Governor 
Carter, by personal attacks on my integrity and probity, 
grossly ee cee the facts and malicious twisting - words. 
I prize both my country and my honor too greatly to desert 
this post under that kind of cloud, and despite the prejudgments 
already voiced by some members of the Committee before I have 


been heard, I am here to appeal to the sense of fairness of 
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of the members of this Committee. 

I recognize that some of you have legitimate questions 
concerning my qualifications, but| before dealing with those 
questions I must, as a matter of personal privilege, respond 
to the personal attacks upon my character which my nomination 
has suddenly stirred. 

First, it has been said that I leaked or otherwise 
conveyed classified information for political or personal 
purposes, or took it upon myself to declassify documents, or 
tedare or evade the law. That charge is totally false. 

In the White House, I drew upon classified materials in 
backgrounding the press only when I was specifically directed 
to do so by the President, who clearly had such authority; 
and I took documents home for review only in those rare 
faetences when I would otherwise have spent twenty-four hours 
a day in iat office. 

Judging from some opening comments of some members of 
this Committee, they have never leaked secret information to 
the press, and I commend them for that unique standing, but 
speaking for myself, I have never compromised the national 
security of this country or approved of anyone else doing so. 
My affidavits in the lawsuits brought against the New York 
Times and Daniel Ellsberg regarding publication of the 
Pentagon Papers accurately described the practices then 


prevalent in Washington, not as I thought they should have 
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been, but as they were. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, are those affidavits in 
the record? 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. I wonder if it should be done now, so 
there would be no question; in Mr. Sorensen's testimony he has 
referred to them. That is why I raise the matter. . 

The Chairman. Can you wait until he is finished? 

Senator Case. We can, but he has referred to papers 
that are not in the record. That is the reason t thought -- 
he may want to put them in himself. 

Mr. Sorensen. I would be very glad to do that, Mr. 
Chairman. I would ask that the affidavits filed in the case 
against the New York Times be submitted as well as the 
affidavits submitted in the case against Daniel Ellsberg. 

For souegecande reason, all of the anonymous attacks have 
referred only to the Ellsberg affidavits, not to the New York 
Times affidavits. 

Senator Case. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Mr. Sorensen, I will, in compliance with 
the requests made, I will show you an affidavit in the case 
of United States of America versus Anthony Joseph Russo, Jr. 
and Daniel Ellsberg, Defendants, State of New York, County of 
New York, and dated the 30th day of June, 1972. 

Mr. Sorensen, this is a typed copy of the original, and 
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I will show this to you, sir. | 

I also have another affidavit in the case of The United 
States of America versus the New York Times Company. This is 
dated June 17, 1971. I show you this also. 

| The affidavits in the case of the United States of 
America versus Russo and Ellsberg, is that an affidavit which 
was submitted by you, sir? 

Mr. Sorensen. I assume it is a copy of the original, 
yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In the case of United States versus the 
New York Times, is that also an affidavit that was submitted 
by you in this case? 

Mr. Sorensen. I am assuming it is a copy of the original 
yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Without objection, the Ellsberg affidavit 
will be sreea on the record as Exhibit A and the New York 
Times affidavit as Exhibit B. 

(The documents referred 
to were marked as 
Sorensen Exhibits A and 


B.) 
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The Chairman. Please proceed, sir. . 

mr. \Sorensen. I will repeat my last sentence. My 
affidavits in the lawsuit brought against the New York Times 
and Daniel Ellsberg regarding publication of the Pentagon 
Papers accusarey describe the practices then prevalent in 
Washington, not as I eieagne they should have been,-but as 
they were. 

| Almost identical affidavits were submitted by a former 

Assistant Secretary of State, a former State Department Legal 
Advisor, and a former Ambassador. During my White House 
service, I received the highest security clearances from the 
CIA; and I received them again in the last few weeks. | 

Indeed, I have something of a reputation for guarding 
secrets, whether chey be something of my government, my 
clients, or my friends. No one has ever charged me with 
conveying classified information to others, or mislaying 
classified materials. 
Second, it has been said that I improperly took 
classified documents with me from the White House when I left 
government service, improperly used them in writing my book 
on President Kennedy, and improperly obtained a tax deduction 
for donating them to the John F. Kennedy Library. Those 
charges are totally false. 

Upon the announcement in early 1964 that I was leaving 


the White House, I was visited by the Assistant Archivist of 
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Administration. He informed me that’ the papers in my files 
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' tthe united States, an official of the General Services 
3] that I had created and accumulated wind the period of my 
—_ 4 || service in the White House were regarded by both law and 
: 5 || historical precedent as my personal property; and further, 
6 | that I was entitled to make any use of those sapere chat I 
7 deemed appropriate ,\ whether selling them as some former White 
ei House aides had acne: writing books based on them as other 
9 | former aides had done, or donating them to an appropriate 
10 | educational institution ~~ with a tax deduction on the value 
_11 | of the gift -- as still others had done. 
12 This was the law conveyed to me by the Archivest of the 
o 13 || United States. 
14 Upon my signing, on February 14, 1964, a Letter of Intent 
-15 | to donate my papers to the Kennedy Library, the Archivist's 
16 | Office sepeaa and packed my files, presumably leaving behind 
17 | anything that was not mine, and transferred them to a GSA 
18 | depository in the Boston area. 
19 The GSA then sent to my home in Massachusetts certain 
20 || of those papers that I had selected as necessary background 
21 | materials for my book. The GSA collected them from me upon 
22 | completion of my manuscript, and the entire lot of my 
ce 7 papers was then transmitted to the John F. Kennedy Library, 
24 || to which I donated them. 
ll 
¢ ae a5 Naturally there were classified papers among them, 
| 
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although no communications intelligence reports, just as 
there were classified documents among the papers taken upon 
their departure from the White House by the principal aides 
of every President at denne since Woodrow Wilson, including 
Colonel House, Samuel Rosenman, Harry Hopkins, Sherman Adams, 
McGeorge Bundy, and many, many others. 

Like most of those named, I reviewed my papers, including 
classified papers, in preparing a book on my experiences, just 
as Gerald Ford at his confirmation hearing acknowledged 
drawing upon Top Secret documents in his possession in writing 
his book on the Warren Commission. In the decades since my 
book was published no one has suggested that security was 
in any way| breached by anything in my book and it was, in 
fact, submitted for clearance in advance to the National 
Security Advisor to the President, to his former Deputy, 
and to the former Deputy Secretary of Defense. 

My handling of classified information was, at all times, 
in accordance with the then-existing laws, regulations and 
practices. 

Upon donating .my papers to the Kennedy Library -- instead 
of selling them individually for a far larger amount -~ I 
received the tax deduction to. which I was entitled by law, 
just as many former government officials did over the years, 
including, in addition to some or all of those already 


mentioned, former Ambassador Galbraith, former White House 
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aide Arthur Schlesinger, and former Governor and Ambassador 
Adlai Stevenson. | 

No doubt arguments can be made against the practice 
begun by George Washington of White House occupants taking 
their papers with them -- John Eisenhower has recently stated, 
for example, that his father inherited from eoumed and left 
to Kennedy no papers other than the instructions on nuclear 
attack roseiuiee -- but at the time I took my papers in 

1964, that was clearly the accepted view of the law. 

No doubt arguments can be made against permitting of tax 
deductions on the donation of papers ay former government 
officials. -- and such arguments were made when the law was 
changed in 1969 -- but that was, nevertheless, the law prior 
to that time. 

All of the above actions were taken with the full 
knowledge and approval of the United States government and 
were publicly described in the well-publicized affidavits 
which I filed in the New York Times case and subsequently 
in the Ellsberg case. 

Those two cases involved important First Amendment 
issues, including |the public's right to know the tragic histor 
of the Vietnam War. Whatever improvements might have been 
made in the wording of my affidavit, I make no apology for 
having responded to the requests of cousnel in both cases to 


attest to the inconsistencies and anomalies of government 


Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


——— eee en eee en ee PER ETE RE a PO ee Ee LE A en Py Be EE a I SG ee a eS RE OT SORES 


15 38 


Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 
Classification practices. 


Third, it has been said that I avoided military service 
as a pacifist during World War II and the Korean War. This 
chauge is totally false. I have never sought to avoid military 
service, Hazardous or otherwise, duwaeeine or any other 
time. I have never wavecnted for the United States a policy 
of pacifism, non-resistance to attack or unilateral disarm- 
ateiies - 

The facts are that I registered for the draft upon 
becoming eighteen years of age in 1946, a year after World 
War II ended, and shortly thexeafter Sioreased the philosophy 
of non-violence with which I had been reared by two deeply 
idealistic parents by requesting, not an avoidance of military 
duty or hazardous duty, but military service in a non-combatan 
capacity (classification 1A0) preferring, by way of illus- 
tration, to serve on the battlefield as a medical corpsman 
saving lives instead of taking lives. This status was granted 

My action was largely symbolic inasmuch as our country wa 
not then at war, or expected to go to war. I have never, in 
my service on the Executive Committee on the National Security 
Council during the Cuban Missile Crisis 6ekay other time, 
permitted my preference for personal nonviolence to inhibit 
in any way my advice to the President on the military and 
other options available as a matter of national policy. 

I would not have accepted covernoy Carter's designation 

i 
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to be Director of Central Intelligence were I not prepared 


to carry out every lawfl order of the President conceivably 
connected with this post. | 

pourtne Lt ae been said that my legal representation 
of multinational corporations and foreign governments poses 
a conflict of interest in undertaking this ae elenhents This 
charge is patently absurd. 

Over the years, the highest national security officials 
in our country have frequently represented such clients before 
taking office, including Messrs. Dulles, Acheson, Rogers, 
McCloy, Stevenson and a host of acteee -- but no one 
challenged their right to serve or later claimed that their 
actions were prejudiced because of those earlier ties.', 

My only representations of foreign governments were the 
brief occasions on which I represented the Governments of 
Iran, aire. Sierra Leone and Newfoundland in commercial 
disputes or negotiations. In no country did I have any 
connection: with or first-hand knowledge of any activities 
of either their intelligence agencies or our own; nor do I 
have now any obligations or prejudices regarding any 
foreign country which would interfere with any official duties. 

The fifth and final charge is the suggestion that I 
must have been somehow involved in the Kennedy White House 
plots to assassinate foreign leaders. That charge is totally 


false. 
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again today, that I knew nothing of such plots; and no one 
who did has ever stated or ever acing state, nor did your 
predecessor committee find or suggest, that I was informed 
or involved in any way. 

The record is equally clear that I had no advance \ 
knowledge or involvement of any kind in the Bay of Pigs or 
in any CIA eveee operations. | 

Mr. Chairman, far more than any job or title, I value 
my good name. I deeply resent this reckless scattering of 
baseless personal accusations in pase to suppress a different 
point of view. I respectfully ask this Committee, whatever 
the fate of my nomination, to consider the evidence submitted 
today and previously submitted to your staff director, and to 
sens it clear that these personal charges are wholly false 
and without foundation and not the basis for the Committee's 
view of my nomination. 

With these personal charges out of the way, we can turn 
now to the question of my qualifications -- to legitimate 
questions, ealees by those with whom I respectfully disagree, 
but who are entitled to raise what they puaee as valid 
questions. 

There are basically two such questions. 

First is the question of my experience in intelligence. 


I was an observer at National Security Council meetings and a 
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reader of intelligence reports in the White House, and I 
worked closely with the CIA and other national officials 
during the Cuban Missile Crisis. I nave since leaving the 
White House, written and lectured widely on international 
affairs, and engaged in negotiations with dozens if not 
hundreds of top foreign officials. 

I was requested by the Ford White House a year ago to 
siayide aadive and consultation on its reorganization of 
the intelligence effort. My qualifications for this post have 
been endorsed by John McCone, Clark Clifford, Averell 
Harriman, Admiral Elmo Zumwalt, General James Gavin, and others 
who know of my work. 

Most importantly, I was chosen by Ehe Pees teatresecr 
as someone sufficiently in his personal trust and confidence 
to bring him the hand, unvarnished unpleasant facts, and to 
reject any oe orders whatever their source; as someone 
who possessed the integrity necessary to continue the task of 
restoring public trust and confidence in the CIA and earning 
that trust and confidence by keeping the Agency accountable 
and free of abuse, and as someone with a degree of intellect 
and independence required to protect the integrity of the 
intelligence process from outside pressures and politics. 

But I recognize that there are those, inside and outside 


of the intelligence establishment, who disagree with the 


Murphy Commission recommendation that an outsider always be 
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named to this post; who refuse to recognize the totally 


non-partisan leadership provided by George Bush as DCI, 
despite earlier concerns about his partisan background; or 
who see no value for this post in a lawyer's sensitivities to 
civil liberties and lawful conduct. These people believe 
that only someone from inside the military or intelligence 
establishment has the experience necessary for this job. 
Daneagees, | 

Second is the question of my views. Although as 
previously indicated, I am not a pacifist, I do favor a 
foreign policy that prefers, where poesible; the risks of 
peace to the risks of war. Although, as previously indicated, 
I fully recognize the need for legitimate government secrecy, 
which is in fact weakened by overclassification, I do believe 
in is right of the Congress and public to receive far more 
information than they presently do from all government 
agencies, including the cma.\ 

I believe as well in the application of moral and 
legal standards to national security decision, including the 
limitation oe caer operations to extraordinary circum- 
stances involving the vital national deveree of our country, 
with timely review by the appropriate Congressional Committees 
and written authorization by the President and his senior 
Cabinet officials. 


There are those who disagree with these views and who 
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regard them as incompatible with the duties of a Director 
of Central Intelligence. Paying little heed, apparently, 

to the fact that the Director's real responsibility is to 
provide leadership to the Intelligence Community and 
objective intelligence, not policy, to the President and his 
policymakers. These critics prefer to view this post as a 
part of the national security decision-making apparatus and 
bperex in that post uNderctendabig someone with policy 
commitments more like their own. 


Obviously, I disagree with that view as well. 
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‘Sut rR is now clear, Mr. aa gRe tha Substantial 
portion of the United States Senate and many members of the 
intelligence community are not yet ready to accept as Director 


of Central Intelligence an outsider who believes as I believe 


on these two legitimate questions. It is equally clear that 


to continue fighting for this post, which would be-my natural 


am rejected, or handieap my effectiveness as Director if I am 
confirmed. 

It is therefore with deep regret.that I am asking 
Governor Carter to withdraw my designation as Director of 


Central Intelligence. My regret stems not from my failure to 


get this post, but from my concern for the future of our 


country. I return to private|lite with a clear conscience. 

When my nomination was announced on Christmas eve, my 
youngest son said to me, "Now you will have to do some things 
you dante want to do," and I replied, re will." I 
have never compromised my conscience, and I am unwilling to 
do so now in order to assure my nomination. 

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the 
Committee, for hearing me hout, and for the courtesies you have 
extended to me over the past few weeks. I will be glad to 
answer any questions you think necessary, and to answer those 
of the press immediately after the conclusion of this hearing. 


The Chairman. Mr. Sorensen, needless to say, this was no 


inclination, would only handicap the new administration if I 
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I knew that this has been a difficult time for you, and 
may I say that it has been a difficult time for the members 
of my Committee. But knowing Theodore Sorensen, I am certain 
that this seinen episode will not in any way dampen his 
interest and concern in the well-being of this country, becaus 
I am certain your love for your country will continue. 

We are all aware of your great service to this country 


since 1951, and I think it would be a great loss to us if you 


decided not to continue this tradition of service. I am 


certain you will not fail us. 

If it is of any consolation to you, sir, this Committee 
has received a report from an agency of the intelligence 
community, imedaentativ: one of the toughest agencies, one 
that is required to clear all nominees, the Federal Bureau of 


Investigation. The Federal Bureau of Investigation has 


given you a four-star rating, consider you loyal, \patriotic, 


and should be considered for any classified position. 

I am sorry that I cannot make that report part of the 
record because it is not a type of report that can be made 
part of the sera but I can tell you as chat onan of this 
Committee, having seen the report, and I welcome all the 
members of my committee to look at it, you have been given a 
four-star rating. 


Mr. Sorensen, I hope that you will not leave this room 
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with bitterness, although there is justification for that. 


I hope you will leave this room knowning that we have tried to 
do our best as members of the United States Senate and as 
members of this Committee. 

I thank you for having considered this nomination, and 
as Chairman of the Committee, I await the pleasure ‘of the 
President of the United States. 

| Senator Garn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would just like to say that I had the opportunity this 
week to visit with Mr. Sorensen at quite great length on 
two different occasions, and I would Like to say publicly 
what I said to Mr. Sorensen on Friday, that I had great 
respect for his ability ana his intelligence, that at no time 
did I feel that he had deliberately or with any intent taken 
Classified material that would harm this country. I told him 
that personally; I say it publicly. 

I also told him in that particular meeting that in the 
research that we had gone into in great detail, that he was 
an extremely moral man, finding in personal notes and so on 
that he had weieten when he was in the White House, even turning 
down the offer of a couple of theatre bickeis because he did 
not feel that it was proper in his position to accept a couple 
of seven jor eight dollar theatre tickets. 

So, Mr. Sorensen, I wanted to say that to you publicly, 


not just privately. You know I had some concerns about the 
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nomination, not to your honesty or your integrity or Hour 
ability, but I used the phrase I felt the wrong man for the 
wrong position, and that Secretary of HUD, HEW or someplace 
else, that you would be an extreme asset to the new President 
of the United. States. 

-I know this has. been a difficult decision for “you. I 
personally have appreciated the opportunity of getting to know 
vet this week, and I wish you well in the future. 

The Chairman. Senator Biden? 

Senator Biden, Mr. Chairman, I think it should also be 
pointed out that at least in the preiaminany memorandum done 
by my staff and members of the staff, that the questions which 
I was going to raise about the espionage law, as to whether or 
not they were elicnaeeay the conclusion of staff was there 
eaedia violation, and in fact, there is no evidence that any 
tag has ever been violated by Mr. Sorensen, and I am sorry 
that it is not going to be made part of the record in terms of 
being able to flesh out this entire area so that it would aid 
us further in formulating a revision of those unclear laws. 

But I aheula say that it is emphatically clear in my 
opinion, and I think in the tentative Spinion of the staff 
memorandum, that there was no violation of any law, and I woul 
also like to point out that, Ted, you are one of the classiest 
men I have Lee run across in my whole life. 


The Chairman. Senator Hart? 
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Senator Hart. Mr. Chairman, much is said in these 
halls about presumptions attaching to\nominations by the 
President of the United States, and ie seems to me in light 
of what has happened here today, that if we are serious about 
honoring those nominations and those recommendations, it would 
be well for Committees of the Congress, and particularly the 
Senate which have the obligation of confirmation, to honor 
that presumption and at least let a hearing go forward before 
all members or a majority of the members of those Committees 
make up their mind as to how they intend to vote. Otherwise, 
it seems to me to make mockery of the hearing and confirmation 
process, and I for one am extremely saddened by what has 
occurred. I don't believe Mr. Sorensen has received his day 
in court, and I am afraid his case was prejudiced at the outset. 

The Chairman. Senator Hatfield. 

Senator Hatfield. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Sorensen, I think you know that I have been a long 
time admirer of yours, and I applaud your statement here today, 
not that I had to hear your statement today to be fully 
convinced of the rather exaggerated situs made under the 
charges. 

But I do feel that your statement today again affirms in 
my mind, and should affirm in the total public's mind, the 
integrity of your personal character, your marvelous public 


record, even before it was necessary to do so publicly. 
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I want to applaud you, Salute you and say that in no way 
has this incident ever diminished my opinion, my high regard 
for your person. 

The Chairman. Senator Morgan? 

Senator Morgan. Mr. Sorensen, I say to you that you have 
made a very excellent presentation this morning and Senator 
Moynihan has made one on your behalf. 

On the fen oecnstons on which you and I talked, I think 
you will recall that I expressed to you my reservations about 
your appointment to this particular job, but also the esteem 
in which I held you and the work that you Hagecdone in the 
past. 

I must say to you that as I flew to Raleigh last night 
with the briefing book, and read in that briefing book the 
proposed statement to be made before this Committee by at 
least two seGaniuauele: if not more, I was -- I found myself 
somewhat in a dilemma, because many of the remarks in those 
statements were so intemperate that I hesitated to even be 
associated with any sort of opposition whatsoever. 

I hope you understand that my reservation about your 
particular appointment to this job was not for the purpose of 
suppressing a different point of view, but was reservation 
founded on what I believed to be real reason. 

The Chairman. Senator Bayh. 


Senator Bayh. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Sorensen, I am distresse 
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these political, personal references to you were the ultimate 
in political poppycock, efforts to desecrate your character. 

I think anybody who had studied the case knew it wasn't a 
question of laws being violated, of a man in high public 

trust intentionally undertaking to do damage to the country. 
And you quite accurately pointed out, sir, never, in publishin 
of your babes cana speeches and articles, never has anyone 

laid a charge on you of damaging the security of this country. 

The concern that I had, very frankly, were concerns that 
came from your own mouth or pen, the aisoloaured in the affidavit, 
the recognition that one of the major responsibilities that | 
you had was, as I recall you said this morning, the task 
of restoring public trust and confidence. 

Now, I was hopeful, frankly, I was confident that in the 
hearings as we heard about past practices, as we had a chance 
to read into the record for all the world to know, as some 
of us had known, your personal sensitivity to these problems, 
that this matter would be laid to rest, and that the problem o 
confidence maeuseiadg could be proceeded with. 

I must say, I think what you have done is a rather gutsy 
thing. 

The Chairman. Senator Huddleston? 


Senator Bayh. Well, could I just -- it was a rather 


gutsy thing. I was hoping that this Committee could take 
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advantage of your presence here -- and now, perhaps, Mr. 
Chairman, it is inappropriate -- not only to move ahead with 
the restoring of confidence with vourae the Director of CIA, 
but to take advantage of this rather unique experience you 
have had of past classification, past practices, to advise 
us aS we proceed with our mandate, not only of avereiahe, but 
of drafting wiretap legislation, mail opening, surreptitious 
Bites: the charters that our Subcommittee and this Committee 
as a whole has to put together. I would hope, if this is. 
not the appropriate time, that we could get your assurance to 
let us have the benefit, iia® ‘atouneeion should be kept 
secret. 

You are in a unique position to tell us that. 

and one last thought, Mr. Chairman, I have already 
said more, I guess, than in the time is appropriate. It is 
hard to sooapeed one's personal feelings from one's Hes pontis 
bilities, but I have to confess to you that one of the reasons 
I was hoping we could put this matter to rest and proceed with 
you as Director of the CIA is that I am painfully aware, as 
I am sure you are, and hopefully most of this Committee is, 
that some of the people are out to get you, not because of 
what you said in that affidavit, but because they don't want 
a clean broom at CIA. 

And this Committee is going to have a clean broom and a 


Director that can bring objectivity into that important post. 
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| The Chairman. Senator Hathaway? 


Cc 2 Senator Hathaway. Just 30 seconds if I may, Mr. Chairman 
a 
3 I don't want to keep Mr. Sorensen here any longer, knowing 
G 4 how he must feel after having made the statement he just 
+ ae 


5 made. I just’ want to say that I respect your decision, respec 
6 your decision, respect your judgment, and say that you were a 
7 big man when you entered this room and you are going out an 

28 even bigger man. | 
9 Thank you very much. 

10 The Chairman. Senator Huddleston. 

Ju Senator Huddleston. Mr. Chairman, as one who developed 
12 some concern about this naneGaeton: I,too, would like to say 
13 that never in my consideration of this designee was there any 
14 question in my mind about his loyalty, about his integrity, 

-1§ ll his dedication to this country, and his intelligence, or even 
16 |} in his ability to administer the job in which he was designate 
17 || for. 

18 I voted against George Bush for that position. Asa 

19 | member of the former Committee on investigations of our 

20 | intelligence, I felt that Mr. Bush did not have the sufficient 
21 | background to fill that job. I was wrong on di eee, I think 
22 || George Bush did become a very effective and competent 

GF 23 | administrator of our Central Intelligence. 

24 I would just like to say that I have never been persuaded 


25 || one ounce by those who I think had a personal axe to grind 
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in relation to the nomination of Ted Sorensen. 


I came to this Committee hearing with an open mind. I 
came seeking and hoping for reassurances, and I am sorry that 
we don't have an opportunity to receive those reassurances. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

‘The Chairman. Thank you. 

The Chair has received requests from two Senators who are 
nee members of the Committee to make brief remarks. I am 
certain there will be no objection. 


I would like to recognize at this time Senator McGovern. 
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STATES SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 
Senator McGovern. Mr. Chairman, I am deeply distressed 


at what has happened here today. I was not aware that Mr. 


_ Sorensen was going to withdraw his name, but I have a brief 


statement which I would like to give to the Committee, as I 
had prepared it, because as far as I am concerned, nothing has 
changed about these judgment. 

I have known all of the pirestors of the Agency during th 
past 20 years, and I am convinced that Ted Sorensen is as 
well qualified, if not better, to head this agency than any 
of those predecessors. His experience, his judgment, his 
reliability, his intelligence are all stronger than we are 


accustomed to in this office. I have known him as a friend, 


| as an associated, as a dedicated public servant, as a 


Presidential confidente, and as an eminent attorney, and he 
is a man of intense patriotism who can be relied upon absolutely 
to put the national interest first and foremost at all times. 

It is because I know his qualities of mind and character 
so well that I deeply resent the scurrilous attacks that were 
unleashed against ee this past weekend. I think they are a 
disgrace to decency and to justice. Certain, for the most 
part unidentified, people have leaked o| variety of stories 
to the press designed to prejudice the nomination of this 


man, and I think that is the real reason this withdrawal took 
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The campaign waged against him has not been equalled sinc 
the days of the late Joe McCarthy. 

Now, what is being said of Ted Sorensen? They say first 
that he doesn't have experience. The truth is that he has mor 
experience in both national and international affairs than 
the President-elect who nominated him. The Director of the 
CIA does not need to be an experienced spy ee an experienced 
break-in artist. If on the job experience in such activities 
were needed in the Director's office, we should be seeking out 
H. L. Hunt or James McCord or J. Gordon Liddy, but these 
experienced CIA men have all been sent off to jail, which is 
one way of reminding us that what the CIA now most needs is a 
director of sound moral character with a knowledge of American 
legal and constitutional principles, and a clear sense of the 
national interest. 

Ted Sorensen has all of these qualities. Talk about 
experience. He was the White House Counsel under the late 
President Kennedy. He was a trusted aide of John Kennedy during 
all of his years in the Senate. He traveled the length and 
breadth of this land during his long four year bid for the 
Presidency, and in the White House he was the principal 
drafter of the great messages President Kennedy delivered to 
the Nation and the world. 


But beyond this, he was a trusted advisor in every area 
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of government, including many matters involving the intelligen 
function. 

He saw first hand the ones aE ene goostamantel 
process, and Mr. Chairman, I think few if any men ever to serv 
as bieecnee.ce the CIA brought to that office the wide ranging 


experience of Mr. Sorensen. It is said that he took governmen 


papers, including classified papers, with him when he left the 


White House, but this is not something that he has concealed. 
The Committee has these affidavits because they were volunteer 
by Mr. Sorensen at the time of the public trial of Daniel 
Ellsberg. He gave this affidavit as a means of demonstrating 
a fact of life, which is that it is customary for White House 
aides to take their files wien them when they leave government 
service. 

It is said that he leaked classified information, but 
he has gesuved this Comite as he has others who have asked 
him about it, that he never released classified information 
except when ordered to do so by the President of the United 
States, nor has anyone demonstrated how anything he ever 
released under Presidential order damaged this nation in the 
slightest. 

If certain Senators are so incensed about the practice of 
leaking, how do they explain their own conduct in anonymously 
leaking reports about Mr. Sorensen, and why don't they get mor 


incensed about the persons who in recent days have leaked the 
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1 || classified CIA estimates of Soviet military strength relative 


2 || to American military strength? What about the constant 


3 leaking by the Pentagon of classified information on weapons 


as 4 | systems? 
x 
ew 
5 One unnamed Senator was quoted in yesterday's Post 
6 | as follows: "The job requires a man of authority, a man who 


7 | Can control the entire intelligence community, a Jim Schlesinger, 

8 not a Sorensen. The Director of the largest intelligence 

9 | service in the world is a leaker.\ It undermines the whole 

19 | intelligence effort. It raises questions about his judgment.” 
i I submit, Mr. Chairman, that a etatenent like that raises 

12 || questions not sueut Mr. Sorensen's judgment, but about the 


13 judgment of the anonymous Senator. That Senator appears 


Sa 14 || t0 be more scecml vanes at leaking than at judging. 
18 | If he regards leaking as the most serious offense of the 
16 | CIA, what does he think about the Agency's record of attempted 
17 | but bungled assassination efforts, its working alliance with 
rau the criminal underworld, its crude efforts to subvert inde- 
19 || Pendent governments, its secret wars, its shabby, un-American 
99 || performance for so many years in so many places? It is these 
91 || Shameful, seuedaatsatiag practices that jeopardize the CIA 
yi] and that must be brought under control if that Agency is not 
ty 93 || to continue discrediting the good name of the United States. 
24 Finally, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Sorensen is the kind of man 
igs! 25 | who would know what his Agency is supposed to do well, and wha 
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it was not supposed to do, and I sincerely had hoped for the 


sake of this country that he would be confirmed in the 
imporant assignment for which President-elect Carter has 
selected him. 

On the beads of what I know about this nomination, and 
on the basis of what I have heard said about it in-the press 
this past weekend, I can only conclude that if it is being 
rejected, we can mark it down that the ghost of Joe McCarthy 
still stalks the land. . 

And Mr. Chairman, I can't tell you how deeply distressed 
I am personally and as one whe loves this country, at the 
shameful experience we have come through this past weekend. I 
think it is a dreadful begsan tag tee a new Administration to 
be dealt a blow of this kind. I deeply resent it and am 
deeply concerned for what it forebodes for this country. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

I believe I owe it to the Committee and to the members 
of the staff to address myself to the suggestion that we 
have leaked information to the press. I can say without 
reservation that the ceubers of this Committee, the members 
of the staff have not leaked any information to the press. 
The documents in question, the two affidavits, were not 
classified material to begin with. They were matters of publi 
record. | 


As one member of the Committee, I can assure you that no 
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member of the press ever got to me. I would like to express 


my apologies now for not answering the telephone. It was a 
miserable day this weekend, yesterday and the day before. 
But I don't wish the record to show without any response 
that we have been responsible for leaks, As Chairman of this 
Committee, I am proud to serve in this capacity, arid I can 
say that this Committee has done its best during this eight 
Anethes and I am certain the members of the press will concur 
with us that this is one Committee where leaks are almost 
nonexistent, and I hope that we continue in this fashion. 


Senator Metzenbaum. 
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UNITED STATES SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF OHIO 

Senator Metzenbaum. Mr. Chairman, I’ came to this 
Committee today because I had sort of felt building up a kind 
of pressure against the confirmation of Mr. Sorensen and becaube 
I have known Mr. Sorensen over a period of many years, and 
because I was predisposed to support his nemindcions I said 


I had to hear for myself what the evidence was, that I could 


not really believe Mr.\ Sorensen, with his distinguished record} 


of public service over la period of many years could really 
have been "guilty" of some of the scurrilous things that hawe 
been said about him in recent weeks. 

I think it is a sad day when a man is nominated, as has 
been Mr. Sorensen, and that before the evidence is in, before 
any evidence is heard, that his reputation, his personal 
reputation is put in the kind of aura that has occurred with 
respect to Mr. Sorensen. 

I think Mr. Sorensen withdrawing his nomination bothers 
me much . It bothers me for him, but it bothers me more for 
the country because it means to me that other men who don't 
ee the necessary mold of those who think they know who should 
be the head of the CIA, or who should hold a particular 
position in government, will be able to build up a climate of 
public opinion making it nuceadaey for the nominee to withdraw 
his name. 


I think the individual loses, but I think the country 
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suffers far more, not alone with respect to the one individual 


who withdraws his name, and I empathize with Ted Sorensen 

in that respect, but with.all of those other individuals who 
are unwilling to submit their names because they too may suffe 
the same kind o£ castigation weak justification, without 
cause. 

I think the country has suffered a great loss today, and 
Bin sorry Mr. Sorensen saw fit to withdraw his name from 
consideration of this Goumietes and the United States Senate. 

The Chairman. Senator Baker? 

Senator Baker. Mr. hai piace: I thank you very much. 

I would express the same surprise that the Chairman did 
when he indicated that he had not expected Mr. Sorensen to 
withdraw his nomination. \In a way I am sorry, I am genuinely 
seus that we did not know of that situation ahead of time. I 
might have been possible to handle this situation in a different 
way, with greater sensibilities, greater respect. for the 
sensibilities, but that was not the case. 

I think Mr. Sorensen has done a brave and generous thing 
today. I think it was brave in that it required a degree of 
personal determination and careful asseeniag of his own 


situation, his own viewpoints and ideas in this respect, a 


generous thing in that it has I helieve avoided a conflict 


which was sure to ensue, which would have created an unfavorable 


and probably an unpleasant, certainly an unpropitious beginnin 
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for a new administration during inaugural week. 


So I think that what Mr. Sorensen did today was not only 
electrifying, but it was brave and generous, and I commend 
him for it. 

I would only add this, Mr. Chairman, if I may. I under- 
score what you said previously, I know of no leak of any 
information, certainly no significant information from this 
Gani tesa, sieher members oe staff, and I don't say that by 
way of defense, but rather puiaues I think that the integrity 
of this Committee and its reputation for being able to keep 
secret those things with wien it je-aeat tay is imperative if 
the Committee is to function as an effective oversight 
Committee. 

So I thoroughly agree with you. I know of no such leaks. 
I javsonally would represent to you, Mr. Chairman, which I 
believe needs no representation, ner as far as I am concerned 


there have been no leaks of any information, classified 


or otherwise, that has come into the possession of this Committee. 


I suppose | the final thing I should say is that it is in 
the nature ee the American Congressional and political 
system that ieee should be a Mninacion, aaa a testing; that 
is clearly so regardless of the power that is in the White 
House, the party that is in the White House. It is often 
misunderstood by foreign observers, our friends in the foreign 


press in particular, but it is well understood in the United 
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tates, intuitively and instinctively by our citizenry and 


certainly by our press, that while politics may not be an 
adversary proceeding, at least it is a system of testing, 

and Congress is the only place to test. There is no minority 
President. pave is only a minority in the Congress. 

. And I think that the bese interests of the minority, the 
best interests of the country, and indeed, the best interests 
of the ‘Administration are best served by vane ana open and 
candid appraisal of the situation as it occurs. 

I personally am sorry, Mr. Sorensen, for ents situation, 
and for the distress I am sure it has caused you, but I am 
eaudonaliy sareaih that you and others understand the necessi 
for the testing. 

And I commend you again. I reiterate, it was a brave 
and generous thing you did today, and I think it will 
auger to your credit and your future reputation. 

Thank you. | 

The Chairman. Mr. Sorensen, in behalf of the Committee, 
I thank you for your presence here this morning, and I wish 
you well, sir. 

The hearing is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 11:41 o'clock a.m., the Committee 


recessed subject to the call of the Chair.) 
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CONCLUDING STATEMENT OF THEODORE C. SORENSEN 


But it is now clear that a substantial portion of the United 
States Senate and the intelligence community is not yet ready to 
accept as Director of Central Intelligence an outsider who believes 
as I believe on these two legitimate questions. It is equally clear 
that to continue fighting for this post, which would be my natural 
inclination, would only handicap the new Administration if I am 
rejected, or handicap my effectiveness as Director if I am confirmed. 

It is, therefore, with deep regret that I am asking Governor 
Carter to withdraw my designation as Director of Central Intelligence. 
My regret stems not from my failure to get this post but from my 
concern for the future of our country. 

I return to private life with a clear conscience. When my 
nomination was announced on Christmas Eve, my youngest son said to 
me: "Now you will have to do some things you don't want to do''; and 
I replied: "I never will."' I have never compromised my conscience, 
and I am unwilling to do so now in order to assure my nomination. 

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee, 
for hearing me out and for the courtesies you have extended to me 
over the past few weeks. I will be glad to answer any questions 
you think necessary) \and to answer those of the press immediately 


after the conclusion of this hearing. 


=I 


Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP90-01089R000100090002-2 


~ 
. 


- Approved F For Release 2005/11/28 : GIA- RDP90- 01089R000100090002-2. = ee ee 


7p 


"Portion. of Sorensen press conference After Conclusion of Senate iearings 


Reporter's question was garbled... 


- Sorensen: "I would not Want to characterize the intelligence commuant ty 


as a whole. The people with whom I have been working at the Agency have 


“ 


been extremely supportive’ of both my views - ane my qualifications." ve Sete ee 


Mr. Sorensen was asked if he withdrew his nomination "because of - 


the oppositions’ elements within the intelligence community...." 


Sorensen: "No, I didn't say that, I didn't say that... First of 

all let me say that I have not condemned, and will not condemn the 
intelligence community 3 as a whole. That's a grave mistake. -1 met out ae: 
_ there some of -the brightest and abiest bad most dedicated people 7 nue 
ever met anywhere in government. I work extremely well with then. c 
found them very much compatible with my views and attitudes on covert 


operations, on-the role of intelligence in American society, on ‘the kind 


of role America should play in world affairs..." 


A 
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